CROOKHAVEN LIGHTHOUSE, &c. 




RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 15 February 1861 ; —for. 



A COPY “of all Correspondence between the Board of Trade, the Trinity 
House, and the Port of Dublin Corporation respectively, relative to the 
original Erection upon Rock Island of the present Lighthouse for Crook- 
haven Harbour, or to the proposed Erection either of a new Lighthouse, 
or of a Beacon Tower upon the Alderman Rock : ” 

* e And, similar Return as to the placing of a new Coast Light between the 
Fastnets and the Old Head of Kinsale." 



Board of Trade, 1 EDGAR A. BOWRING, 

26 February 1861. J Registrar. 



— No. 1.— 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 21 October 1838. 

A memorial from the inhabitants and others connected with Crookhaven, 
together with a letter from the agents at Lloyds at that port, having been 
received through the Inspector General of the Coast Guard, has been under con- 
sideration of this Board. I have now the honour to transmit, for the information 
of the Elder Brethren, copy of these documents, and of a Report of the Inspector 
of Lighthouses on examination of the harbour, with reference to the object sought 
by the memorialists. 

In bringing the subject under consideration of the Elder Brethren, have the 
goodness to mention, that it appears a small lighthouse, at the northern entrance 
of the harbour, would be of great advantage to the many vessels \vh ich^frequ en tly 
seek shelter there ; and with this view the corporation are willing to comply with 
the prayer of the memorial, should the Elder Brethren concur in this opinion. 

I have, &c. 

J. Herbert, Esq. (signed) H. Vereher, Secretary. 



Enclosure l,in No. 1. 

To Richard B. Irlurigford, Esq., Chief Officer of Coast Guard, Rock Island, 
Croohhavin. 

Sir, 

You will please forward, through the Department of Coast Guard, the views we, the under- 
signed persons, being inhabitants of Crookhaven, entertain, relative to the very great 
necessity there is, and always has been, of having a light established at the entrance of this 
very valuable and safe harbour. 

The resort of several of Her Majesty’s ships of war, and to which large fleets of merchant 
ships and the coasting trade, and also the vessels employed in this fishery, frequently, and 
we may say always, continually have occasion to seek safety and shelter in. 

Now we, the undersigned, assert that this fine and safe harbour of Crookhaven is most 
difficult to be seen, approaching it running in from sea, in consequence of the high lands 
about it. 

64. A We, 
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We, the undersigned, respectfully pray, that Her Majesty’s Government, or the Trinity- 
House, or any others that have the care and erection of lighthouses, may be humanely- 
pleased to erect, at the entrance of Crookhaven Harbour, a lighthouse for the safety of life and 
property of Her Majesty’s subjects. 

And we, the undersigned, further beg leave to state that nothing but a strong feeling of 
humanity urges us to make this application. 

And we further know that ships and vessels are frequently obliged to haul off to sea at 
night in stormy weather, for want of a light at the entrance of this harbour, and we respect- 
fully state at foot the great number of ships and vessels that have been lost or totally 
wrecked, for want of a lighthouse at the entrance of said harbour. 

Crookhaven, 10 January 1838. 

[Here follow 43 signatures.] 

• Ships and vessels lost at and near the entrance to Crookhaven, 16 in number. 



Enclosure 2, in No. 1. 

Sir, Crookhaven, 6 January 1838- 

Having considered the subject we talked of yesterday, respecting the utility of erecting 
a lighthouse or beacon at the entrance of this harbour, I take leave to say that humanity, as 
well as the mercantile public good of the United Kingdom, much require a light or beacon 
at the entrance of this port, which, if placed there long since, would have saved many lives 
and valuable property. Indeed, many men of rank in the navy with whom I often conversed 
on this subject, said it was a shame that a lighthouse was not long since placed there. 
Annexed is ihe statement of shipwreck and loss of lives that occurred in my own perfect 
recollection near this harbour. 

I remain, See. 

(signed) Daniel Coghlan, Agent for Lloyd’s. 

[Here follows a list of several shipwrecks with loss of life, &c., amounting to 20 vessels, 
with many lives.] 



Enclosure 3, in No. 1. 

Sir, 26 October 1838. 

In compliance with the Board’s order I have visited Crookhaven, and made the requisite 
investigation as to the utility of placing a lighthouse near its entrance. 

Crookhaven, a good harbour in most winds, is much resorted to in easterly gales, and a 
small lighthouse there would be very useful, and, as has been urged in the memorial 
submitted to the "Board, would in many cases be the means of saving valuable lives and 
property. 

The outer point of the Alderman Rocks, which are eastward of Crookhaven entrance, 
would probably have been the site for a lighthouse, had it been practicable to have erected it 
at a reasonable cost, and with a certainty that it would be durable; but from the slaty, 
unsound structure of the rock, and its extreme exposure to the heavy stroke of the sea, even 
open work framing would there be hazardous. 

I would, therefore, recommend that a small harbour light should be built on the outer 
point of theiland, on the north or starboard side of the entrance, which will thereby be 
sufficiently marked. 

A light so placed cannot be mistaken in thick weather for that of Cape Clear. 

I have, &c. 

Henry Vereker, Esq., (signed) George Halpin. 

&c. &c. &c. 



— No. 2.— 

Trinity House, London, 

Sir, 31 October 1838. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 21st instant., with its 
various enclosures, relating to the suggested establishment of a light at the 
entrance of the harbour of Crookhaven, and signifying that the Corporation for 
preserving and improving the Port of Dublin are willing to comply with the 
representations which have been received upon that subject, should this Corpora- 
tion concur in the opinion which is entertained, that the accomplishment of this 
measure would prove of advantage to shipping. 

And 
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And having brought the same under the consideration of the Elder Brethren, 
I am directed to acquaiut you, for the information of the Corporation for 
preserving and improving the Port of Dublin, that they are of opinion that the 
establishment of a light for that harbour would be of advantage as represented; 

In considering the situation in which the light might most beneficially: be 
placed, the Elder Brethren are disposed to concur in the opinion expressed by 
Mr. Halpin, the Inspector of Lighthouses, that the outer point of the Alderman 
Rock s, which are eastward of Crookhaven entrance, presents the most eligible 
position for a lighthouse, had its erection in that situation been practicable ; but 
under the great difficulties which present themselves to the adoption of that site, 
the Board approves the erection of a small harbour lighthouse (to be maintained 
by a toll upon vessels resorting to the place) on the. outer point of the land on 
the north or starboard side of the entrance, 

I am, &c. 

(signed) J. Herbert. 

Henry Vereker, Esq. 



— No. 3. — 

Ballast Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 9 May 1843. 

I beg to acquaint you that I have forwarded to your address, a. parcel contain- 
ing notices relating to the exhibition of a light at the newly erected lighthouse of 
Crookhaven. 

Will you have the goodness to distribute these notices to such ports of 
England, &c., and as the Elder Brethren may see fit to direct ? 

I am, &c. 

(signed) H. Vereker, 

J. Herbert, Esq., &c. Secretary. 



Enclosure in No. 3. 

Notice to Mariners. 

Crookhaven Lighthouse, South Coast of Ireland. 

The Corporation for preserving and improving the Port of Dublin-, &c., hereby give 
notice, that a lighthouse has been erected at the entrance to Crookhaven, from which a light 
will be shown at sunset on the 1st of August 1843, and which will thereafter be exhibited 
every night from sunset to sunrise. 

Specification given of the position of the tower and appearance of the light, by Mr. Hal- 
pin, the Inspector of Lighthouses. 

The lighthouse is erected on Rock Island Point, at the northern side of the entrance to 
Crookhaven, in lat. 51° 28' 35" N. and long. 9° 42' 31 " W., and bears 

From Cape Clear Lighthouse N. W. \ N. distant 8 \ sea miles,. 

„ Cape Clear Island, (S. W. end) N. N. W. | W. „ 8 ditto. 

„ Alderman Hocks, (outer point) N. W. f N. „ \ ditto. 

„ Fastnet Rock ----- N. ^ E. „ 6 ditto. 

The light will be a fixed white light. The lantern is open to seaward and to the haven, 

from E. by S. to W. by N., and is elevated 67 feet above the level of the sea. 

The bearings staled are magnetic. 

By order, 

Ballast Office, Dublin, 30 March 1843. AT. Vereher, Sec. 
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— No. 4. — 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 8 January 1 850. 

By direction of the Corporation for preserving and improving the Port of 
Dublin, I beg to enclose herewith copies of memorials and letters with reference 
to the erection of an additional light on the south coast of Ireland, and pointing 
out Galley Head as the most desirable position for such light. I also enclose 
copies of reports made to the Board on the subject. 

In submitting these documents for consideration, I am directed to observe 
that the Board have approved of Galley Head as an eligible position for a li°iit 
and are disposed to accede to the prayer of the memorialists, if the Efder 
Brethren shall see fit to sanction their so doing. 

r TT , 1 have > &c - 

J. Herbert, Esq. (signed) H. Venice,-, Secretary. 



Enclosure I, in No. 4. 

S,r ’ _ , Castle Bernard, Bandon, 10 September 1849 . 

* SAy® observed with much pleasure that the Commissioners for improving the Port 
of Dublin, &c have decided upon erecting lighthouses at Kinsale and Bearhaven. I venture 
to ask you to bring under their notice the importance of a lighthouse on the Galley Head, 
between the Fastnet light and the Old Head of Kinsale, as recommended by Captain 
Wolfe, Second Report Tidal Harbours, Appendix B. The wrecks in the neighbourhood 
were numerous last year. ° 

H. Vereker, Esq. (signedT’ ^Bernard. 



Enclosure 2, in No. 4. 

r Sir * , , ,. A r , Castle Bernard, 6 October 1849 

1 have observed that some of the Commissioners have been at Kinsale last week and 

a hope thit the subject ° f the 

(signed ? W 



Enclosure 3, in No. 4. 

-r I, , . , Castle Bernard, 17 October 1849. 

Lord Bernard presents his compliments to Mr. Vereker, and has the honour to forward 
to hrm a memonal numerous'y and respectably signed in favour of a lighthouse on the 
Sth/Sast B L ° r d B ' earnest y hopes that the sub J ect “ay occupy the serious attention 



To the Chairman and Members of the Ballast Board for Ireland. 

The Memorial of the undersigned Landowners, Clergymen, Merchants, Ratepavers, 
Jnd the' CarVedes “ “ C ° aSt D,stricts ° f tlle ® ai ' onies of Ibare BaVr^oe, 

Humbly slioweth, 

That the numerous and fatal shipwrecks, and great sacrifice of life and property on this 

coast, have long called for an mcrease of lighthouse accommodation. P 1 

That the report of Captain Wolfe has recently set forth that the distance between the 
Fasme and the Old Head of Kinsale being 45 miles, alight outlie Galley Head is ve? 
desirable, as the practice of the transatlantic steamers of making the coast of Ireland and 
sSoSfbe well lighter' bot 1 outwar( l and homeward bound, rltder it necessary that they 

the^Ste y^I^adf 16 A^d^nre^hialisT^will e^ve^ pray btbt ' USe “™ dia * dy ba « 

[Here follow 87 Signatures.] 
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Enclosure 4, in No. 4. 



T , , Castle Bernard, 12 November 1849 

I HEQOE8T you will be so good as to lay before the Ballast Board the memorial which 
haT<! the honour to transmit from the inhabitants of Dun-os Kilerohane, and I be* of you 
.to direct the attention of the Board to the important subject to which it refers. 3 



A. Vereker, Esq. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Bandon. 



At a Meeting called by Public Adyertisement, and held at Carriqbree 
8th November 1849, * * 

Viscount Bernard, M.p., in the Chair, the following Memorial was adopted. 

To the Ballast Board of Dublin. 

The inhabitants of the parish of Dorms Kilerohaiie, have observed with much satisfaction 
that your honourable Board lias adopted (with the exception of the Galley Head lighthouse 
which they hope may not long be delayed) the leading- suggestions made in the admirable’ 
letter of Captain Wolfe for the better lighting of the coast, and preserving the lives and 
property of those trading on the south-west coast of Ireland. 

re P res «“ t th ?t the bay of Dmmams presents every qualification as an 
excellent harbour for the refuge of ships along the coast, were there some beacons placed 
the°bay S ' eepS Head ’ and a sma11 bghthouse on Carberry Island, nearer the entrance of 

The coast affords the greatest facilities for carrying on all fisheries on an extensive scale 
with a large description of boats, and a more expensive kind of fishing nets ; it is scarcely' 
however, to be expected, that any capitalists will embark their money, so long as from the’ 

. absence of lighthouses and the necessary beacons their property is liable to be lost 

We are fully aware we cannot support the claims of our neglected bay by the powerful 
influence available in other places; hut we earnestly hope that the simple statement of our 
case will not, on that account, receive the less attention from your honourable Board. 

(signed) Bernard, Chairman. 



Enclosure 5, in No. 4. 



Admiralty, Harbour Department, 
15, Duke-street, Westminster, 

T C,ir * . . 27 November 1859. 

1 am commanded by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to acquaint you chat two 
memorials have been received at the Admiralty, one from the justices of the peace of Clon- 
akilty and its neighbourhood, and the other from the inhabitants of Durrus Kilcrohane 
calling their Lordships’ attention to the number of wrecks which have lately taken place at 
the coast between the Galley Head and the Old Head of Kinsale (including Clonakilty 
.Bay), and complaining of the want of buoys and beacons in Dunmanus Bay, and also 
representing that a lighthouse is required on the Galley Head, the shipping, from the want 
or such a light, being now exposed to danger and risk. 

And I am further commanded to request that you will bring this subject under the notice 
of the Board, as it is, in their Lordships’ opinion, one of considerable importance, and 
connected with the interests of the trading community, not only of the south-west coast of 
Ireland, but of the United Kingdom. 



To the Secretary, Ballast Board. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) J. Parker. 



Enclosure 6, in No. 4. 

Relative to Lights on the South Coast of Ireland. 



. Ballast Office, G December 1849. 

having examined the various papers relative to additional sea works proposed to be 
placed on the south coast of Ireland, I now beg leave to report on that part of the subject 
to which two recent memorials bear reference ; the one from persons interested in the shore 
districts of Ibane Barryroe and the Carberies, and the other from the inhabitants of Durrus 
Kilcrohane, containing suggestions, which have also engaged the attention of the Lords 
®4* A 3 Commissioners 
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Commissioners of the Admiralty, as expressed in Captain Parker’s letter of the 27th 
ultimo. 

The statements in those documents refer to the line of coast between Dunmanus Bay and 
the Old Head of Kinsale, they chiefly urge the importance of placing a light on Galley 
Head; and T may at once proceed to consideration of that proposition. 

From the Cape Clear light to the Old Head light the distance is 37 sea miles, and their 
ranges meet near to Galley Head. On the transference of the light, as intended, from Cape 
Clear to the lower and more western position on the Fastnet Rock, the ranges would not be 
in contact, and there would be, especially in thick weather, an intervening space unlighted. 
It is, however, to be observed, that as the langes of the lights would extend so far southward 
that the intervening span would be embayed, as it were, the necessity for an intermediate 
light would then be less than might be inferred from the distance. Galley Head is *26 miles 
from the Fastnet, and 1(>£ miles from the Old Head ; a light on it would, it is obvious, 
more fully light that part of the coast, and would at times be useful, provided that effectual 
precaution were taken to prevent the probability of one light being mistaken for another. 
This is of great importance in all localities, but particularly on such a coast as the south-west 
of Ireland, so frequent a landfall for vessels from the Atlantic. It may seem easy to resorb 
to the well-known modes of distinguishing lights, yet experience in all countries, and up to 
the most recent periods, proves that differences, unless broadly marked, do occasionally fail 
in affordin'? sure means of discrimination, and increasing the number of lights increases the 
difficulty of giving a facile and unening means of recognising each light by its distinctive 
appearance. Cape Clear is a revolving light, and the Fastnet Rock light, it is proposed, 
should be the same, not only as preserving the established appearance of the most southern 
sea mark on the Irish coast; but inasmuch as a stronger volume of light can thereby be 
projected from this important position than could be well had from fixed apparatus. 

Kinsale, the next to the eastward, is a fixed light; the difference is strongly marked; if* 
continuing those same appearances, any coast light between those points should be inter- 
mittent or flashing, and. as the motion of the Cape Clear revolving frame is slow, the inter- 
mission, or the flash of alight on Galley Head, might be made markedly dissimilar and rapid. 
This distinction would in clear weather, and in ordinary states of the atmosphere, be amply 
sufficient, but during thick snow, showers, and fogs, would be less certain. It becomes neces*- 
sary, therefore, to review the chain of lights from the Fastnet to the Tuskar, and carefully 
to determine whether the characteristic appearances of the established lights can be 
retain'd, and yet additional ones placed without risk of confusion ; or whether any and 
what changes of the established lights would be advisable. 

To aid in bringing this under review, I give, in tabulated form, two modes of arrangement; 
the first, retaining the present appearances of established lights. 







Interval 

of 

Revolution or Flash. 


Colour of Light. 






Cnpe Clear 


Revolving - 


every two minutes - 


1 

j Bright or white. 


Galley Head 


Flashing 


every 10 seconds. 




Kinsale - 


Fixed - 





Bright. 


Bally cotton Island 


Intermittent - 


every 45 seconds. 




Mine Head 


fixed. 







Tuskar Rock 


Revolving - 


every two minutes - 


; Bright and red. 


A second arrangem 


ent, involving chang 


es of established lights, might be as follows : 


Cape Clear - - ! 


Revolving - 


every two minutes - 


Bright. 


Galley Head . - 


Fixed. 







Kinsale ... 


Flashing 


every 10 seconds. 




Ballycotton Island 


Fixed. 


_ 




Mine Head 


Intermittent 


every 45 seconds. 




Tuskar Rock 


Revolving - 


every two minutes - • 


Bright and red. 



This latter arrangement, possessing the advantage of placing fixed and varying lights 
aUernately, is open to the serious objection of changing the appearance of established 

Those remarks have been confined to positions from and eastward of the Fastnet Rock ■ if 
extending the review to the north-westward, and looking to the possibility of placing a li*ht 
off the western end of Dursey Island, or on the Bull Rock, there does not appear any necbs- 

• i sitv 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CROOKHAVEN LIGHTHOUSE, & c . 



sity for altering: that arrangement oF the distinctive appearances of the south coast lights 
(between theTuskar and Fafttnet), which would be most suitable to extension of the chain of 
lights along the south-west coast (between the Fastnet and Loop Head). 

The second memorial alludes to the want of buoys and beacons in Dunmanus Bav and 
suggests the placing a light on Carbery Island. I am not aware that any application 
respecting this bay has previously been made to the Lighthouse Board, who have not over 
looked that part of the south-west coast They have placed lights in two safe harbours 
near at hand (Bearhaven northward and Crookhaven southward), both within a few miles 
of the mouth of Dunmanus Bay. With those asylums so close, 1 do not think there would 
be such resort to Dunmanus Bay for shelter, exposed as it is to winds from the wesiward 
as would induce the placing a light there for that sole purpose; nor is there as yet that 
extent of tiade which would warrant the maintaining a light for its guidance. 1 would how- 
ever, recommend that a few beacons should be placed to mark the rocks of this bay. ’ 

The memorials mentioned have the support of noblemen whose exertions for the benefit of 
the south of Ireland are most praiseworthy, and also of many highly respectable and intelli- 
gent gentlemen; but apparently bear the signatures of few, if any, shipowners or shipmasters.’ 
This omission, as it in no way affects the merits of the recommendations which they convey* 
is mentioned only in connexion with the circumstance that the general mercantile and 
shipping community have not applied for additional lights on the south-west coast, nor 
expressed an opinion that they were necessary. 

From the approaching completion of the Mine Head and Ballycotton Island lighthouses 
from the arrangements now in progress for erecting a new lighthouse on the southern point 
of the Old Head of Kinsale, and for the transference of the most southern of the coast light 
positions, front the Cape Clear to the Fastnet Rock, as from the suggestions for additional 
lights, it is highly desirable that the whole subject of lights for the south and south-west 
coasts of Ireland should now be finally re-examined, and such comprehensive general plan 
adopted as will be most satisfactory and most useful to the public. r 

It is perhaps nut disadvantageous, in commenting on the positions of the coast lights, to 
divide the subject into sections, as herein, from the Fastnet to Tuskar Rock. On next 
Thursday I propose submitting to the Board a report relative to positions of lights for the 
-south-west coast, from the Fastnet Rock to the Loop Head. 



Henry Vereker, Esq. 



I have, &c., 

(signed) George Halpin. 



Enclosure 7, in No. 4. 

Relative to Lights on the South-West Coast of Ireland. 

Ballast Office, 13 December 1849. 

Haying on last Thursday reported on subject of southern coast lights of Ireland, situate 
between the positions of the Fastnet and Tuskar Bocks, I have now the honour to submit a 
few observations respecting the lights on the south-west coast, from Fastnet Rock to Loop 
Head. 1 

. t ^ ose two last-named points are the Skelligs coast lights, and the harbour 

lights of Crookhaven, Bearhaven, and Valentia (with one building in Tralee Bay ) ; within the 
last few years, it has been suggested that the distances from Cape Clear to the Skelligs 
Rocks, and from the Skelligs to Loop Head, should have additional seamarks, and that lights 
should be placea on the Bull Rock and on the Foze Rock, and, as advised by some, that 
the Skelrgs lights should be discontinued. 

The distance from the Fastnet to the Skelligs is nearly forty-one sea miles. It is urged 
that the Skelligs is so far northward that to beacon that space sufficiently there should be a 
light on the Bull Rock, which is twenty-nine miles from the Fastnet. and thirteen and a half 
from the Skelligs ; the Fastnet is more than five miles westward of Cape Clear lighthouse, 
and i he light on that rock will range to the entrance of Bantry Bay. The Skelligs lights 
also are seen to the entrance of that bay ; both stand prominently outside of the general 
coast line, and any vessel having inadvertently passed into the narrow unlighted space 
which there would be between the ranges of those two lights, would meet the Bearhaven 
light, extending to the entrance of Bantry Bay, and thus he guided to the best asylum 
harbour on that coast ; and it is to be remarked, that, although the Fastnet and Skelligs 
fights would not overlap, as it were, in one direction, yet the southern range of the 
Skelligs light would project southward of the northern circuit of the Fastnet light. The 
double lights afford a strong distinctive mark, and are so placed as to lead past the 
projecting points northward and southward of them ; moreover, the range of the Skelligs 
fights stretches some miles further westward than could that of a light if placed on the 
Bull Ruck. & 

The position of the Bull and Foze Rocks were of course noticed when it was first proposed 
to pay lighthouses on the south-west coa>-t of Ireland, but at that time it was held sufficient 
to select such single positions far apart, it may be, as marking the most prominent parts of 
the coast would, without mult'plicity of lights, be the most generally useful, and chosen with 
that aim, the position of the Skelligs was well selected. IVloie recently the suggestions to 
place lights on the Bull and Foze Books was repeated by Captain Wolfe, in his letter dated 
10 th March 1846; yet in proposing that those fights should be erected, if necessary, at the 
64 - A 4 sacrifice 
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sacrifice of that on the Skelligs, he observed, that as a means of distinction the Skelligs 
lights might still be retained. He had evidently doubted the propriety of removing them, 
and this should not be done without every clear conviction of decided advantage. 

In alluding to the proposition for placing a light on Galley Head, I adverted to the only 
difficulty which would attend such a measure, namely, the marking the light so that it could 
not be mistaken for any of the other lights on that coast, and the effecting this without 
altering the distinctive characters of the established coast lights ; the same necessity for 
caution would arise in placing additional coast lights northward and westward of the Fastnet. 
If it should he determined to discontinue the Skelligs lights, and to place a light on the 
Bull Rock, then obviously one would also be required on the most suitable of the islets 
westward of the .Blaskets; and in the event of those additional lights being decided on, the 
following distinctive appearances might be adopted : 



Fastnet Rock 
Bull Rock 
Vicinity of Blaskets 
Loop Head 



Revolving light. 
Fixed (double light). 
Intermittent light. 
Fixed light. 



From the Skelligs Rocks to Loop Head the distance is fifty-three sea miles, and the ranges 
of the lights on those points are several miles apart: so far there is a deficiency; but coasting 
vessels having passed the Skelligs experience little difficulty in clearing the Foze, and vessels 
from America, bound for the English Channel, could not pass northward of the range of the 
Skelligs lights without a greater error as to position than that alleged to have occurred 
through mistaking the Crookhaven light for one on the Old Head of Kinsale. I have 
already stated my opinion that if the Skelligs lights should be discontinued, then a lio-ht 
would he absolutely requisite in the vicinity of the Blaskets. In obedience to the Board’s 
direction, I carefully examined the Foze Rock, which is the most western outlayer (having 
during many years had frequent opportunities of viewing it in different states of weather), 
and found it to be so limited iu size and top, with such coustant swell and run of the sea 
around it, even in moderate weather, with a heavy wash over it during storms, that although 
it would be possible to build an iron lighthouse on it, the hazard and uncertainty of commu- 
nication with it would be so great as to more than counterbalance its advantage of position 
added to this, though of minor importance, the expenses of its maintenance would be large. 
I would therefore recommend that, in the event of the suggested change being decided on, 
the light should be placed on the Icarragh Island, which is more than three miles westward 
of the Great Blasket. 

The general mercantile and shipping interests have not applied for additional coast lights 
to be placed between the Fastnet and Loop Head, nevertheless it is right to take into consider- 
ation whether such lights would be useful or necessary, so that even, if not immediately 
undertaken, provision may be made for their future systematic introduction in now laying 
down the basis for the characteristic appearances by which it maybe most judicious to 
distinguish the principal lights on the south and south-west coasts. The foregoing remarks, 
as well as those submitted on last Ihursday, have been written with reference to the recent 
memorials and letters addressed to the Board, with endeavour to avoid entering into minute 
details, and, as far as practicable, confined to the subject matter of the memorials. 

It will be perceived that I have not advanced an opinion in opposition to the introduction 
of the additional lights on the south and south-west coasts, and that I have noted some of 
the arrangements available for marking the distinctive appearance of the different points, in 
the event of additional lights being introduced. Yet Ido feel that serious responsibility will 
attach to those who will adjudicate on the large general arrangements to be observed, for 
those additional lights cannot he taken as isolated cases, or as mere filling of spaces but 
with reference to the oilier lights on the same coast; and I would be anxious to express 
more fully my opinion ol the necessity for caution in those arrangements, were I not aware 
that the whole subject lias received and will meet from the Board the deliberate considera- 
tion. which it merits. 

In conclusion, a few words may be relevant from the opinions of one who has given much 
thought to the proper placing of sea marks: 

fj 1 ® u ’ ast prominent points of a line of coast, or those first made on over-sea voyagesj 
should be first lighted. ' ’ 

‘ Lights of precisely identical character should not, if possible, occur within a less distance 
vessel 006 * lunClre< ^ mi * es ea °h other on the same line of coast which is made by over-sea 

“ It may be held as a general maxim, that the fewer lights that can be employed in the 
effidencv^ ° f * CO&St ^ better> not 0nly 011 the score of econom y, but also of real 

Those are general propositions, and it is not sought here to use them farther than as- 
hearing on the prudence of observing a reasonable caution. 

To this as to the preceding Report, is attached an outline map, showing the ranges of the 
established and of the suggested lights. ° 6 



Henry Vereker, Esq. 



I am, &c., 

(signed) George Halpin.. 
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— No, 5. — 

Trinity House, London, E. C., 

23 January 1850. 

I have brought under the Board’s consideration the letter, which, by direction 
of the corporation for preserving and improving the Port of Dublin, you addressed 
to me on the 8th instant, together with copies of memorials and other papers by 
which it was accompanied, having reference to the erection of an additional 
lighthouse on the south-west coast of Ireland, and pointing out Galley Head as 
the most desirable position for such an establishment ; and I have it in com- 
mand to acquaint you, for the information of your Board, that having attentively 
weighed the various considerations which have been brought under their notice 
in the documents referred to, the Elder Brethren have been unable to satisfy their 
minds that an additional general coast light is necessary upon the south-west 
coast of Ireland, between that now in progress upon the Fastnet Rock, and that 
on the Old Head of Kinsale, 

The Elder Brethren observe that the memorials in which the erection of a light- 
house on Galley Head is solicited, proceed alone from the parties interested in the 
trade of the small ports in the immediate vicinity of that Plead, and they notice 
a remark in Mr. Halpin’s report of the 6th ultimo, that these memorials (two in 
number) apparently bear the signature of few, if any, shipowners or ship- 
masters,” and “ that the general mercantile and shipping community have not 
applied for additional lights on the south-west coast, nor expressed ""an opinion 
that they are necessary.” 

If the proposed light were established as a general coast light, the parties above 
referred, to would contribute but a small proportion of the charge of its erection 
and maintenance, while the larger amount would be supplied by those, who at 
present have not expressed any desire for its erection. 

In establishing new lights in this country, it is the invariable usage to ascertain 
whether the parties who are interested in the contemplated measure concur in its 
utility, and are willing to contribute the toll requisite for its accomplishment. 

If, however, it is intended that the proposed lighthouse on Galley Head shall 
be regarded as of a local character only, and its cost and maintenance defrayed 
by a toll leviable only on shipping trading to its neighbouring ports, to which it 
would be unquestionably useful, this corporation has no objection to offer to its 
erection. 

But if, on the contrary, it is proposed that the general trade of St. George’s 
Channel shall be charged for its maintenance, the Elder Brethren beg to suggest 
that before any further steps be taken in this matter, measures be adopted in 
order to ascertain whether the shipping interests of Liverpool, Dublin, Glasgow, 
Belfast, and others of the principal ports are desirous for the establishment of a 
light on Galley Head ; and here the Elder Brethren direct me to remark that in 
the consideration of suggestions for establishing new general coast lights, it is 
their endeavour to avoid the imposition of charges upon shipping beyond those 
which are clearly requisite for providing those guides for navigation the utilitv of 
which is evident and unquestionable, and thus on a previous occasion respecting 
lights on the south coast of Ireland, this view of the subject had presented itself 
among others, to induce the Elder Brethren to consider that one light on Cable 
Island, while it would have provided the additional guide required upon that 
coast, would have rendered the double charge for the two-light establishments 
now in progress at Ballycotlon and Minehead unnecessary. 

I have, &c. 

Henry Vereker, Esq. (signed) J. Herbert. 



— No. 6.— 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
q. Marine Department, Whitehall, 

m ir ’ r 6 January 1857. 

With reference to your letter of the 9th April 1 853, containing a statement of 
the sums proposed to be expended for new lighthouses, I am directed by the 
Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for trade to request you will inform my 
’ B Lords 
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Lords with regard to the following proposed lights, viz., “ Galley Head,’ 1 “ Bull 
Rock,” “ Foze Rock,” and “ Black Rock,” what is the exact position of each, 
and what were the reasons which induced the Port of Dublin Corporation to 
consider them necessary or expedient. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) T. IT. Farrer. 

Port of Dublin Corporation, Dublin . 



— No. 7. — 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 8 January 1857. 

I am directed by the Port of Dublin Corporation to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 6th instant, on the subject of the proposed lights on Galley 
Head, Bull Rock, Foze Rock, and Black Rock, and to state that the same shall 
receive the early consideration of the Board. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) James M. O'Reilly. 

The Secretary, Assistant Secretary. 

Marine Department, Board of Trade. 



— No. 8. — 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 31 January 1857. 

I am directed by the Port of Dublin Corporation to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 6th instant, requesting to be informed as to the reasons 
which induced the Board to consider lights necessary or expedient on the Gal- 
ley Head,” “ Bull Rock,” “ Foze Rock,” and “ Black Rock,” and the subjects of 
your communication having been referred to the committee who usually proceed 
on the annual inspection of the lights, &c. around the coast, I am to forward 
their report for the information of their Lordships, and to state the Board approve 
of same. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) W. Lees , Secretary. 

&c. &c. 

Marine Department. 



Enclosure in No. 8. 



We, the Committee, to whom the Board have been pleased to refer the letter from the 
Lords of the Privy Council for Trade, upon the subject of placing additional Lights on 
certain parts of the Coast of Ireland, therein named, and requesting us to offer such. 
Observations as may have occurred to us on our four several Inspections of Light- 
houses, &c., under the Jurisdiction of this Board, have to Report, — 

su ^ , jf c * : ha* on . eac h occasion engaged our serious attention, and we now feel no 
difficulty in entering fully into the subject, and placing our views before the Board for their 
consideration. 

We shall lake up the matter in the order in which it has been placed in the letter from 
the Board of Trade, and commence with the proposed light at “ Galley Head.” 

This headland is situated in latitude 51° 31 ; 40'' north, longitude 8" 57 1 west, is distant 
16 i miles west by north from the « Old Head of Kinsale,” and 26 h miles east, £ south, 
trom the ‘ Fastnet Rock a very dangerous ledge of rocks lay off the “ Galley Head,” called 
the Duligs, about one mile from the shore. Vessels homeward bound either from the 
Mediterranean, Africa or West Indies, if met by easterly winds, generally endeavour to 
make the land in this vicinity, and upon a change of wind more to the southward, have 
tound themselves on a dead “ lee shore,” from which they have found it impossible to haul 
oh, and numerous wrecks have occurred in consequence ; and a memorial, after the loss of 
two fine vessels wrecked on that coast in ihe winter of 3849, was presented to the Board, 
urging the necessity of a light on this headland. Since that time, the space between the 

lights 
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lights at “ Old Head of Kinsale” and the former “ Cane Clear ” ll-i,* 1,.,,, , 
“Fa U S t t„ fi e V t?-- mileS ’ ^ erfn S“ ish “S the " Ca P= Clear” light, and fy lightin^on ’ *e 

“Bull Rock” is situated in latitude 51” 36' north, and longitude 10“ 17' 36" v 
two miles north-west } west from “ Dursey Island ” off the south entrance of thT“ ken 
mare River, and north entrance of “ Bantrv Bav ” and is 14 mill, r ' , K 

and k th SS l” f? tS ’ “? ? 9 h mU , es £romtbe “F“ toefc " ’ ™ s is ‘he land generally^? 
and the last from which a departure is taken by all vessels to nr from a® y , e ’ 
therefore becomes a subject of great importance of so marking “l,* 
facility to the very great and increasing traffic between the two^ountries S ' e ' y P ° sslb e 
1 be 1 “ tskelligs • are too far north, and vessels cannot, with any confidence run down 
make them in strong westerly winds, because if caught between the “ Bull ” and’“ Foze ” thJv 
have no place to run for but “ Valentia,” a molt dangerous entrance, tte “ KeSm.m” 
river beiug little known, and the “ Blaskets ” too outlying to enable them tn «i 
Whereas if a light were placed on the “ Bull Rock,” 

any vessel making it would be enabled (if forced to run for shelter from 5 P omt > “d 
with a south-west or a north-west wind) to make either the « Shannon,” « B^hav^ot- 
other anchorages m “ Bantry Bay. earnaven, or 

Foze Rock .-The committee, at the request of the late Admiral Beecliy, reported as to 
placing a light on this rock; it was carefully examined by them when on their inspection n 
1854, and it was their opinion that the rock itself was not of a character that woidrl win 
sustain a heavy building, but they considered that one of the outer “ Blaskets ” islands 
would be admirably suited to the purpose. islands 

“The Foze Rock” is off the coast of Kerry in lat. 62” 1/N., and in lomr in" no t««w 
I ' 4 h m ;Jes W. by S. J S. of west end of Great Biasket, and 15 miles K by E. of “ Skelfes 
Se of 59 miles. 18 n0t ,l preBent M e ht *>^en the “Skelligs” and Loophead, a dif- 
The want of a light on this part of the coast has long been felt, particularly bv vessels 

althnde ° f < £ e w aSt ,. of Irelftnd > and es P ecia % the Shannon.^ T?i e gre at 

altitude of the lights on the Sltelhgs, more particularly the upper, being 372 leet above 
high-water mark, often causes it to be obscured by heavy mists, and vessel/ have no means 
of knowing their position off this dangerous coast. sseis nave no means 

,11 of f tIle c °ast of Mayo, and is iu latitude 54" 4' 30” N ■ lono-itude 

nd W q ; w t Sr ile a S w 0rth v ° f “ A ch *‘ Island ” of " Black Jd ^ Bay”) 

and 14£ miles S.W. by W-f W. of “Eagle Island.” ^ 

The coast in the vicinity of this rock, and the rocks lying immediately about it, render it 
:S dangerous, if not the most dangerous, on the o.o»r t. nf Ti-»l*.«ri 



-y'- ... ujit. iuck., ana me roci<s lying imm» 

as dangerous, if not the most dangerous, on the coast of Ireland. 

The low islands of “ Inniskea,” “ Devlin,” and in fact all the coast in their vicinity, are full 



The low islands of Inniskea, uevun, ana in tact all the coast in their vicinity, are full 
of dangers, and yet this is the land generally sought to be made by all vessels from the 
westward bound north about; and a light here would be an admirable guide for the fine 
anchorage m “ Blacksod Bay.” 6 

Tim numerous wrecks which have taken place on this coast, during the last 20 years fullv 
attest its dangers. The masts, spars, broken timbers, &c., which annually wash in on 'those 
shores, sufficiently prove how numerous must be the wrecks which are constantly occurring 
without even the names being known ; for such is the violence of the sea, that if a vessel 
once touches, a few minutes are sufficient to cause her utter destruction. 

The Committee have on each occasion of their inspection paid most particular attention 
to these subjects, and the more they have weighed and considered the matter, the more 
have they become impressed with the great importance of placing these additional lights on 
the coast. ° 

The estimates, however, given at the time are very much below what would be necessary 
and it would require a careful survey to be made, and approximate estimates duly prepared' 
before any calculation can be made of the coast. ’ 

{ Meath , Chairman. 

J. Dombrain. 

Robert Callwell. 

Henry Thompson. 

David Thos . La louche . 

•uanast umce, uuonn, 31 January 1857. 



(signed) 



— No. 9. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, Whitehall, 
kn\ 16 February 1857. 

1 am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3 1st ultimo, transmitting a report 
from the Committee of Annual Inspection of Lights, &c. around the Coast, on the 
subject of placing additional lights at Galley Head, Bull Rock, Foze Rock, and 
Black Rock. 

®4- b 2 My 
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My Lords direct me to request that the Port of Dublin Corporation will state, 
for the information of their Lordships, -which of these lights they consider the 
most important to commence with ; also, how far a light on the north-west point 
of Achil Island would answer the purpose instead of on the Black Rock. 

My Lords direct me further to request that the Port of Dublin Corporation 
will furnish their Lordships with a statement, showing the comparative expenses 
for the erection and maintenance of a lighthouse in these two places. 

My Lords also request to he informed whether the Corporation intend that the 
lights on Foze Rock and Bull Rock should, when completed, be in addition to 
the Skelligs Lights, or whether it is proposed to discontinue those lights after the 
others are erected. 

My Lords request that the opinions of the Corporation on these heads may, in 
accordance with the 405th section of the Merchant Shipping Act, be forwarded 
with the correspondence to the Trinity House, by whom they will he forwarded 
to the Board of Trade. 

My Lords are anxious to obtain information, hut wish to guard themselves 
from being supposed, by the inquiries they are making, to have resolved upon 
the expediency of at present undertaking the works referred to. 

The Secretary, (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

Port of Dublin Corporation, Dublin. 



— No. 10. — 



Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 10 March 1857. 

I am directed by the Port of Dublin Corporation to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 16th ultimo, and am to forward herewith copy of a report 
from a Committee of this Board, affording further information on the subject 
of establishing lights on the southern and western coast of Ireland. 

I am to state, in accordance with the provisions of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
and as alluded to by their Lordships, copies of the correspondence which has 
taken place have been already forwarded to the Trinity House for the consideration 
and opinion of the Elder Brethren. 

' I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) W. Lees. 

Marine Department. 



Enclosure in No. 10. 

Tub Committee having had under their consideration the letter of the Lords of the Com- 
mittee of Privy Council for Trade, under date the 16th instant, which the Board have 
been pleased to refer to them, beg now to report, — 

With reference to the 1st Query, “ as to which of the proposed lights they consider the 
most important,” they have no hesitation in stating that the most essential is the “ Black 
Rock,” off the coast of Mayo; this rock is placed in the vicinity of a number of most 
insidious and dangerous leefs, on which numberless vessels are wrecked year by year, many 
of whose name3 are never even ascertained, and to which they are unknowingly drawn by 
the strong indraught which always exists on this particular point. 

With respect to the north-west point of “Achil Island ” being selected in preference to the 
“Black Rock” as the position for a light, the Committee are convinced that, even if the great 
altitude and precipitous nature of that headland did not render it ill suited for the purpose, 
the fact of the “Black Rock” being situated eight miles off the coast, outside all the dangers 
above alluded to, occupying a position which will enable the seaman on sighting it to shape 
a safe course, either north or south about, before he gets too much in with the shore, besides 
serving as a much more certain guide for the fine anchorage in “ Blacksod Bay,” are 
important reasons which mark out this rock as by far the more eligible point on which to 
erect a lighthouse. Under these circumstances the Committee think that their Lordships 
may not require the corporation to give a statement of the relative expense of the con- 
s traction arid maintenance of the two lights, more especially as such would involve the cost 
of a survey. 

Next in importance and very nearly as important points to be lighted are the “Bull 
Rock,” off the coast of Cork, and the “ Outer Blasket,” off the coast of Kerry ; the first 
is the laud usually made by all vessels coming from the westward and going south about, 
as the “ Black Rock ” is for all those from the westward going north about, whilst the 
* Outer Blasket ” will be a most essential beacon to warn vessels off the dangers of the 
“ Foze,” and the circumadjacent rocks, besides at the same time it will serve as the 
guiding light into the mouth of the Shannon. 

The 
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The Committee do not at present anticipate the propriety of extinguishing the “ Skellies 
Lights.” They leel it a more judicious course to defer the expression of their opinion until 
after ihe establishment of the other two lights they have recommended, when an oppor- 
tunity will be afforded them, and the trade generally, to judge whether any or what alter- 
ation it might be advantageous to make with regard to the “ Skelligs Lights.” 

The Committee, in compliance with the suggestion of the Board, have" conferred with 
their superintendent, who substantially concurs in the advantages likely to be derived bv the 
trade in general from the establishment of the proposed lights. * 

r Meath, Chairman. 

(si ® ned > ic Sr 

Ballast Office, Dublin, Thompson. 

6 March 1857. , 



— No. 11.— 

Trinity House, London, E. C , 

Si *» 4 April 1857. 

Referring to your letter of the 2d instant, stating the course which the 
Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade consider should be followed 
in respect of communications between the several lighthouse authorities and 
their Lordships, on the subject of new lighthouses, &c., I am directed by the 
Elder Brethren to transmit, for their Lordships’ information, the accompanying 
copies of a letter from the Port of Dublin Corporation in reference to certain 
new lights proposed to he erected on the coast of Ireland, together with a Report 
thereon from the Committee of that Corporation, and of the reply, which has 
been this day sent by the Elder Brethren thereto. 

I have, &c. 

The Secretary, Marine Department, (signed) P. H Berthon 

Board of Trade. 



Enclosure l,in No. 11. 

o- Ballast Office, Dublin, 

T j- . j . t>_a f ti iv r* 10 March 1857. 

I am dnected by the Port of Dublin Corporation to forward herewith copies of corres- 
pondence which has taken place between the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for 
Trade and this Board, on the subject of the establishment of certain lights on the coast of 
Ireland therein named, and will feel obliged by your submitting the same to the Elder 
Brethren ot the 1 rimty House for their consideration and opinion. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Lees, 

Secretary. 



P. H. Bertbou, Esq., 
&c. &c. &c. 



[Enclosure 2 , in No. 11 , same as Enclosure in No. 10 .] 



Enclosure 3, in No. 1 1 . 

Trinity House, London, E. C., 

-k ,r > 4 April 1857. 

Having brought under the consideration of the Elder Brethren your letter of the 10 th 
ultimo, forwarding copies of correspondence which has taken place between the Port of 
Dublin Corporation and the Board of Trade, on the subject of the establishment of certain 
new lights on the coast of Ireland, and signifying the request of that corporation to be 
apprized of the opinion of the Elder Brethren thereon, I am directed to acquaint you that 
having given attentive consideration to the several propositions submitted by them, the Elder 
Brethren have come to the following conclusions, viz. : — 

Firstly, As respects the erection of a lighthouse on Galley Head, I am to refer to the 
letter from this Board addressed to your predecessor, under date 23d January 1850, in which 
opinion of the Elder Brethren on alike proposal was communicated to the corporation. 

The Elder Brethren have carefully reviewed the whole of their proceedings on that 
occasion, and also the additional papers now submitted for their consideration, and have 
instructed me to state that they do not feel justified in departing from the decision commu- 
nicated in Mr. Herbert’s letter above adverted to. 

6 4- b 3 They 
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They are of opinion, that having regard to the moderate distance intervening between the 
spheres illuminated respectively by the light on the Head of Kinsale, and that on the 
Fastnet Rock, and also to the general outline of the coast between the two, there does not 
appear, on the ground of the general navigation of passing vessels, to be any necessity for 
a coast light on Galley Head. 

If it be intended that the proposed light should be altogether of a local character, and be 
maintained by a local rate, the Elder Brethren would, of course, offer no objection to its 
establishment, but assuming that the proposal contemplates a general coast light, to be 
chargeable on all passing vessels, they feel bound to be guided in their opinion by the general 
principle which they have hitherto observed in such cases, and not to agree to increase the 
burthen on shipping by the multiplication of lighthouses, unless those already existing in 
the locality are found to be so inadequate that ordinary skill and prudence on the part of 
mariners are considered insufficient for its safe navigation. 

They are of opinion that were they to disregard altogether the question of expense, and 
be guided solely by the consideration of what may tend to improve and render the navi- 
gation of our coasts more easy to indifferent or incompetent navigators, they might be led 
to multiply the number of lighthouses on almost every portion of the coasts of the United 
Kingdom. 

As an illustration of this remark, and of the principles by which the Elder Brethren have 
hitherto been guided, I am directed to observe that the practice formerly adopted by them 
was to require, previously to the erection of any new lighthouse, that a requisition should 
be presented to them from the masters and owners of ships employed in the particular trade 
most interested in the proposed new establishment, and that they have lately declined to 
entertain applications made by two individuals for the erection of a light on St- Alban’s 
Head in the English Channel, and also, but with some doubt and considerable reluctance, 
a similar request for one in Cardigan Bay on the coast of Wales. 

Secondly. With regard to the proposed lighthouses on the Bull and Foze, or one of 
the Blaskett Rocks, the Elder Brethren are of opinion that to a certain extent the same 
objections apply to those proposals as have been stated in the case of that on Galley 
Head. 

The sphere illuminated by the existing lights on the Skelligs extends to the southward far 
within the range of the proposed light on the Bull Rock, and indeed reaches to that of 
the Fastnet, and to the northward within the sphere which would be illuminated by a light 
on the Fuze Rock. The Elder Brethren admit however that the two lights proposed, viz., 
one on the Bull and another on the Foze, or its immediate vicinity, would illuminate that 
portion of the coast much more efficiently than it is at present through the medium of the 
Skelligs, and would afford useful guides to vessels entering Bantry Bay and the River 
Shannon respectively. 

On these grounds, therefore, and notwithstanding the large outlay which will be required 
for effecting this improvement, the Elder Brethren are induced to give their approval of the 
erection of the proposed lighthouses in those positions, but they consider that they should 
be in substitution for those now on the Skelligs, which latter they have reason to believe 
will then be found to be no longer required. 

Thirdly. As regards the proposed light on the Black Rock, the Elder Brethren direct me 
to state, ihat looking to the numerous dangers in that locality, to the extent of coast to the 
southward of it, at present without sufficient lights, and to the great advantage which 
vessels in search of refuge would derive from such a guide to the anchorage in Black Sod 
Bay, they are prepared to approve of the establishment of a light in that locality, reserving 
their opinion as to the preference which should be given to its being placed on tbe Black 
Rock or on tbe N. W. point of Achill Island, until they shall have' had an opportunity of 
carefully inspecting both those positions. 

I am, &c. 

W. Lees, Esq., Ballast Office, Dublin. (signed) P. H. Berthon. 



— No. 12. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, Whitehall, 

Sir, 11 April 1857. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th instant, transmitting copy of 
correspondence which has taken place between the Trinity House and the Port 
of Dublin Corporation, relating to certain new lighthouses proposed to be erected 
on the coast of Ireland. 

My 
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My Lords direct me to request that you will inform the Elder Brethren that, 
understanding from your letter the Elder Brethren intend to make an inspection 
of the positions proposed for these lighthouses, their Lordships think it will 
he better to defer giving their decision until after such inspection has 'taken 
place. 

, I am, &c., 

(signed) T. H, Farrer. 

The Secretary to the Trinity House. 



— No. 13. — 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 11 April 1857. 

With reference to previous correspondence on the subject of establishing lights 
to mark the south and south-western coasts of Ireland, 1 am to forward herewith 
copy of a communication from the Elder Brethren of the Trinity House, to whom 
the correspondence had been referred, in which their opinion is expressed. 

I am to request you will he so good as to submit this communication for the 
information and further consideration of their Lordships. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, &c. &c., (signed) IV. LeeSj 

Marine Department. Secretary. 



[Enclosure same as Enclosure No. 3, in No. 11.] 



— No. 14. — 

Trinity House, London, E.C., 

Sir, 10 June 1857. 

Referring to my letter of 4th April last, transmitting copy of a letter of the 
same date which had been addressed to the Port of Dublin Corporation, relative 
to the proposed establishment of certain new lighthouses on the coast of Ireland, 

I am now directed to acquaint you, for the information of the Lords of the Com- 
mittee of Privy Council for Trade, that a Committee of the Elder Brethren has 
recently returned from inspecting the Bull, Foze, and Black Rocks, on each of 
which it was proposed to erect a lighthouse, and that the following are the 
opinions which their examination of those sites has enabled them to form. 

1. With respect to the Bull, the Elder Brethren consider that being the outer- 
most and north-western rock of the group, it would at first - sight appear to he 
the most eligible position for a lighthouse, particularly should ii be ultimately 
determined to discontinue those on the Skelligs, and to place others on it (the 
Bull) and the Foze. In the event, however, of the decision being in favour of 
continuing the Skelligs Lights, the Elder Brethren are of opinion that the “Calf” 
rock would be the better position for the new light. In the latter position a 
light would divide the distance better between the Skelligs and the Fastnets, and 
be an excellent guide to vessels running for refuge into Bantry Bay. The “Calf” 
is of moderate elevation, very suitable for a light. The Bull is 280 feet high, 
and very steep. To erect a lighthouse on it at a more moderate elevation, it 
would he necessary to scarp or cut away a considerable portion of the existing 
rock. The Elder Brethren consider, therefore, that the preference to be given to 
either of these rocks as a site mainly depends upon the retention or otherwise 
of the Skelligs Lights. 

In deciding this question it ought to be remembered that the Lights on the 
Skelligs are not both visible to the southward, the lower light only being shown 
in that direction. 

2. With respect to the Foze Rock, it is apparently composed of large rocks, 
some of which appear almost detached by deep fissures on several sides, particu- 
larly to the southward. On the north side it appeared more solid and substan- 
tial, and about fifty or sixty feet high. This is the most desirable site for a 
lighthouse, being the extreme and outermost danger of the group of rocks which 
extend three miles seaward from the “ Blaskets.” 

64 . b 4 The 
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The erection of a tower in this position is a question for an engineer to decide; 
but the Elder Brethren, judging of its practicability by what has been already 
done, do not entertain doubt as to its accomplishment, and although the expense 
would be much greater than that of a similar structure on one of the “Blaskets,” 
they do not hesitate to recommend that considerations of economy should not be 
allowed to induce a preference being given to either of the latter, as the object in 
view 7 , viz., the safe guidance of passing vessels, could net be efficiently accom- 
plished by a light situated three miles inshore of the outlying danger. The Elder 
Brethren, therefore, recommend the Foze Rock for adoption, as being in their 
estimation the only proper site for a lighthouse in that locality. 

3. With respect to the Black Rock, this the Elder Brethren consider to be 
decidedly the most eligible site for a lighthouse, excepting always a rock which 
lies on the westward of it, at a distance of about one mile, and which appears to 
be about twenty or thirty feet above the level of the sea, and apparently solid. 
It would, however, require a very large expenditure to erect a tower on this 
position ; and seeing that its distance seaward is not more than a mile from 
the Black Rock, the Elder Brethren recommend the site on the latter as suffi- 
ciently good to justify its adoption on the ground of economy. A light on the 
Black Rock will also be most useful, if properly screened, for leading vessels into 
Black Sod Bay. 

The Elder Brethren are of opinion that Achill Head, to which their Lordships 
allude in their letter of the 16th February last, to the Port of Dublin Corpora- 
tion, and which is a high conical peaked saddle hill, sloping down to a moderate 
elevation seaward, is too far to the eastward for a lighthouse intended to guide 
vessels coming from the northward clear of the numerous rocks and islets to the 
north-east of it. 

The attention of the Inspecting Committee having on the occasion above 
adverted to been directed to the question submitted by your letter to the Port of 
Dublin Corporation of 28th March last, relative to the necessity for placing a 
beacon or buoy on the Kay Rock, in the northern entrance of Valencia Harbour, 
and to a report made thereon to that Corporation by Commander Roberts, copy 
of which is herewith sent, I am directed to acquaint you, for their Lordships’ 
information, that the Elder Brethren concur in the opinion that if a buoy were 
placed to mark the rock in question, it would be useful to shipping passing that 
part of the coast, and using the anchorage in the vicinity as a harbour of refuge, 
and they recommend its being placed accordingly. 

I have, &c. 

The Secretary, Marine Department, (signed) P. H. Berthon. 

Board of Trade, 



Enclosure in No. 14. 

r Su * . „ Ballast Office, 16 April 1857 . 

1 have to report for the information of the Beard, my return from Valencia, countv 
Kerry, to which place I proceeded agreeably with the Board’s directions, in order that I 
might be the better able to form an opinion as to the necessity of buoying the“ Kay Rock ” 
m the northern entrance of that harbour, and for which an application has been received 
from the Knight of Kerry. 

The principal harbour of Valencia is often made use of by vessels as a harbour of refuge 
but with a south-west gale and an ebb tide, the entrance being so narrow, it would be dan- 
gerous for a sailing vessel to attempt to work into it ; besides, the heavy ocean swell that 
accompanies south-west gales breaks right across the harbour’s mouth, the appearance 
of which is sufficient to intimidate strangers; under these circumstances a vessel has no 
alternative but to run for the northern entrance, called “ Lough Kay,” which, though not a 

good harbour, is more desirable for a vessel to ride out a gale of wind in, than to attempt 

to keep the sea during a winter s mgbt, with the dangerous bay of “ Dingle” under her lee 
The northern entrance is also generally used by vessels trading to “ Cahercineen ” which' 
though only a small town, imports a great deal of Indian corn, and if a buoy were placed to 
mark the Kay rock, it would no doubt prove of essential service to shipping, and be 
perhaps the means oi preventing casualties. b 



W. Lees, Esq., Secretary. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) K F. Roberts. 
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— No. 15. — 



Office cf Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
g. Marine Department, 

I AM directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy C^Ldlfo^rade to 
acknowledse the receip of your letter of the 10th instant, giving: the ooinion of 
the .Elder Brethren on the expediency of erecting lighthouses upon the Bull, Foze 
mid Black Rocks, and also on the expediency of placing a beacon or buoy on the 
Kay Rock, m the northern entrance of Valencia Harbour y 

My Lords direct me to inform the Elder Brethren that they concur in the views 
expressed m your letter. 

r, l iave e “ t,odletl their own opinions in a letter addressed to the Port of 
Dublin Corporation on the subject, a copv of which is enclosed * 

My Lords desire me to call the attention of the Elder Brethren to that portion 
of the letter which lehues to doing away with, or retaining the Shellies lie-hts - 
and request the opinion of the Elder Brethren on that subject. ’ 

The Secretary, Trinity House. (signed)™’ & T. H. Farm. 



— No. 16.— 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade 

T , , , Whitehall, 19 June 1857. 

1 AM directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
transmit to you for the information of the Port of Dublin Corporation, the 
enclosed copy of a communication which their Lordships have received from the 
Trinity House.f giving the opinion of the Elder Brethren on the proposals to 
erect lights on tile Bull Rock, the Foze Rock, and the Black Rock ; and also 
upon the proposal to place a beacon or buoy on the Ivay Rock, in the northern 
entrance of Valencia Harbour. These opinions are founded on the report of a 
committee which has recently visited the sites in question. My Lords concur 
m the opinions expressed by the Elder Brethren, but they desire me to add the 
fallowing observations. It appears to them that it will not be desirable to dis- 
continue the lights on the Skelligs, for, even if the lights on the Foze and Bull 
Kocks are established, they will, in thick weather, or in weather not very clear, 
J,® ave a s P a ce in a position very dangerous for homeward-bound ships. 
Une light on the Skelligs would, however, be sufficient ; and as it is said, that 
when the weather is at all thick, the high light is rarely seen, it will on that 
account be better to keep the low light. 

The position of the High light would be the best for a single light, were it not 
tor its height, as it lights a larger arc. The low light would not be seen to the 
northward ; but when there is a light on the Foze, that will not be of much 
importance. Supposing one light at least to be retained on the Skelligs, their 
Lordships quite agree with the Elder Brethren that the Calf Rock is a better 
position for a light than the Bull Rock. 

V ith respect to the erection of a lighthouse on the Foze Rock, my Lords 
cannot oive a decided opinion until the rock has been examined by the engineer 
of the Corporation ; but there can be no doubr., if a light is to be placed near 
■ the Blaskets, as to the expediency of putting it on the Foze Rock. If, however, 
the Foze Rock is not sound enough to bear a lighthouse, my Lords think it 
doubtful whether it would be safe to put a light on the Great Biaslcet, which is 
three miles inside the dangers ; as it might cause vessels to try to make it, and 
so lead them into danger, if the weather was too thick for them to see it four or 
five miles off. 

As regards the Black Rock, my Lords think that a light in that position is 
desirable, and request that the Corporation will cause plans and estimates to be 
prepared for the purpose. 

Before 



64. 



* See No. 1G. 



f Sec No. 14. 
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Before sanctioning any of the proposed works, my Lords would be glad to 
have the opinion of the Corporation on the observations of the Elder Brethren 
and of this Board. They would also be glad to have a report on the feasibility 
of erecting a light on the Eoze Rock from the engineer, and a statement of what 
the erection and maintenance of the three lights proposed are likely to cost, and 
what the income from tolls is likely to be. 

My Lords also direct me to request that you will inform the Corporation that 
they approve of a small buoy being placed on the Kay Rock, in the northern 
entrance of Valencia Harbour. 

I have, &c. 

The Secretary to the Port of Dublin (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

Corporation. 



— No. 17.— 



Trinity House, London, E. C., 

Sir, 22 March 1859. 

I am directed by the Elder Brethren to submit for the consideration of the 
Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade, the accompanying corre- 
spondence which has passed between them and the Port of Dublin Corporation 
relative to a proposal for colouring the light at Crookhaven Red over an arc 
passing across the Alderman Rocks, and for erecting a beacon on those rocks. 



The Secretary, 

Marine Department, Board of Trade. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) P. H. Bertkon. 



Enclosure 1, in No. 17. 



Trinity House, London, E. C., 

Sir, 22 March 1859. 

Having brought under the Board’s consideration the communication made by Mr. 
O’Reilly’s letter of the 16th instant, together with its several enclosures, in relation to the 
position of the Crookhaven Lighthouse, and in which he states that the Port of Dublin 
Corporation concur in opinion with Mr. Halpin, that colouring the light shown at Crookhaven 
red over an arc passing across Alderman Rocks and erecting a beacon on those rocks, 
would meet all the requirements of the case. 

I am directed to acquaint you that the Elder Brethren agree with the Port of Dublin Cor- 
poration in opiniou as to the propriety of colouring the Crookhaven light as proposed, and 
of erecting a beacon on the Alderman Rocks, and have this day communicated their approval 
thereof to the Loids of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade, in terms of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1854. 

I am, &c. 

William Lees, Esq. (signed) P. H. Berthon. 



Enclosure 2 in No. 17. 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 16 March 1859. 

I am directed by the Port of Dublin Corporation to forward herewith copy of a Letter 
from the Earl of Bandon, on the subject of the position of the Crookhaven Lighthouse, .to°-e- 
ther with a report and chart from the Superintendent of Lighthouses (Mr. Halpin) on the 
subject, and to state to you, for the information of the Elder Brethren, that this Corporation 
concurs in opinion with the Superintendent that colouring the Lighthouse at Crookhaven 
red over an arc pas-ing across the Alderman Hocks, and erecting a beacon on those rocks, 
would meet all the requirements of the case; and l am to request you will move the Elder 
Brethren (in case they approve of the proposition) to take the necessary steps for its beino- 
carried out. 

I am, 8cc. 

(signed) James M. 0. Reilly, 

P. H. Berlhon, Esq. Assistant Secretary. 
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Sub-Enclosure in No. 2. 



Sir, 

I have the honour to 
necessity of changing the 
and also to the importance 
foggy weather. 



The Gresham Hotel, l March 1859 
request you to call the attention of the Ballast Board to the 
Lighthouse at Crookhaven to the opposite side of the Harbour, 
ot a fog bell on the Fastnet Rock for the protection of vessels in 



W. Lees, Esq. 
&c. &c. &c. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Bandon. 



Enclosure 3, in No. 17. 



“Crookhaven Lighthouse.” 



rr s,r ’ v e n , , T • , , . Ballast Office, 10 March 1859 . 

1 he position ot the Crookhaven Light having recently engaged the attention of the 
Board, 1 beg leave to report that explanation has on different occasions been given as to the 
reasons which led to the selection of that position instead of the Alderman Rocks. 

From the exposure of these rocks the erection of a lighthouse on the largest of them 
would have been, much more costly than on Rock Island. Shore dwellings would have been 
requisite, and an additional keeper; also boat attendance, which is not required at the pre- 
sent lighthouse, and altogether the charge for maintenance considerably higher than that at 
present incurred. ° 

The position selected, and afterwards approved of by the Trinity Board, was considered 
to mark sufficiently the approach to and entrance into Crookhaven. 

Subsequently, question having been raised as to the propriety of the position, a com- 
mittee of the. Board suggested that a beacon should be erected on the Alderman Rocks 
Considering that, for guidance by night, a colouring of the light would be more efficacious, 
1 recommended that the present Crookhaven Light should be coloured red over an arc 
passing across the Alderman Rocks, as shown on the annexed chart. The light being dis- 
tant less than half a mile from the rocks, the distinction of colour would he visible, and 
guidance had from it, unless in dense fogs, which would obscure either light or beacon. 

A beacon on the Alderman Rocks might occasionally prove useful, and I beg leave to 
submit estimates for colouring the Crookhaven Light and for the beacon. 



"William Lees, Esq., 
Secretary. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) George Halpin, 

Superintendent. 



Annexed are — One estimate for colouring arc of light. 

One estimate for beacon on Alderman Rocks. 



Enclosure 4, in No. 17. 

Estimate of the probable Cost of Colouring the Crookhaven Light Red in the direction 
of the Alderman Rocks. 

(Catoptric Light.) 

Red Panes to define Eastern Limit of Red Light, Ruby Cylinders, Expense of 
Lamp-fitter, &c. ----- - - £.25 



Ballast Office, Dublin, 
March 1859 . 



About twenty-five pounds. 

(signed) George Hatpin, 

Superintendent. 



64. 
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Enclosure 5, in No. 17. 



Estimate of the probable Cost of erecting a Beacon on the Alderman Rocks, 
Crookhaven. 



Rock cutting • - 
Metal casing, freight 
Masonry, erection, See. 



Contingencies at 10 per cent 



£■ s. <1. 
45 - - 
150 - - 

80 - - 



■275 - - 

27 10 - 



(Three hundred and two pounds ten shillings.) 
Metal casing proposed, in consequence of the rock being a slaty rock. 



(signed) George Hatpin, 

Ballast Office, Dublin, Superintendent. 

March 1859. 



-No. 18.— 



Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

Sir, Whitehall, 25 March 1859. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
•acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 22d instant, transmitting copy of 
correspondence which has passed between the Trinity House and the Port of 
Dublin Corporation, relating to a proposal for colouring the light at Crook- 
haven red, over an arc passing across the Alderman Rocks, and for erecting- a 
beacon on those rocks. 

In reply, I am to acquaint you, for the information of the Elder Brethren, 
that my Lords consider the alteration in the light as well as the erection of a 
beacon are required for the local trade only, but that as the light is under the 
Port of Dublin Corporation, and the proposed alteration in its character is so 
trifling, their Lordships approve of that portion of the proposed works ; but as 
regards the erection of a beacon on the Alderman Rocks, 1 am to state that as 
the work will only benefit the local trade, my Lords do not consider that they 
would be justified in allowing the charge for its erection to be paid out of the 
Mercantile Marine Fund, and they cannot therefore sanction it. 

The original documents transmitted by you are returned herewith. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) T. H. Farrer. 

The Secretary to the Trinity House. 



— No. 19.— 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

Sir* Whitehall, 25 March 1859. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acquaint you, that the proposal of the Port of Dublin Corporation for colouring- 
the light at Crookhaven red, over an arc passing across the Alderman Rocks', 

and 
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and for erecting a beacon on tliose rocks, has been received throe oh the Trinity 
House, and that the Elder Brethren have been informed that their Lordships 
approve of the alteration in the character of the light; but that as the Deacon is 
only required for local purposes, they do not consider that they would be 
justified in sanctioning the charge for its erection to be paid out of the Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund. 

With reference to the estimates for these works which have been forwarded to 
the Trinity House, I am to observe that whilst all proposals for new works or 
alterations should be sent through the Trinity House, it is not necessary to send 
estimates to that Board. "When proposals fur new works or alterations have 
been sanctioned by the Trinity House and Board of Trade, the plans and esti- 
mates should he forwarded direct to this department for their Lordships’ approval. 

I have, & c. 

The Secretary to (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

The Port of Dublin Corporation. 



— No. 20.— 

Ballast Office, Dublin, 

Sir > 11 ApriU859. 

With reference to that portion of your letter of the 25th ultimo. No. 3281, in 
which you convey the opinion of the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council 
for Trade, that the expense of the erection of a beacon on the Alderman Rock 

in Crookhaven, should not be charged against the Mercantile Marine Fund, I 

am to forward herewith copy of a Report from the Committee of Inspection to 
whom, the subject was referred, and to express the approval by this Board of the 
■views taken by the Committee, and to recommend the erection of the beacon in 
question. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, Marine Department, (signed) W. Lees , 

Board of 1 rad e. Secretary. 



Enclosure in No. 20. 

With reference to the letter of the Right Honourable the Lords of ihe Comraitiee of 
Privy Council for Trade upon the subject of placing u beacon on the Alderman Rock, 
referred to us by the Board for our consideration and report, we have the honour to state, 
that being fully aware of the general principles laid down by their Lordships in respect to 
the erection ot marks for local purposes, the Committee would not have recommended the 
beacon in this case did they view it in that light; but their Lordships are probably not 
aware that it not unfrequently occurs that, during the prevalence of easterly winds, the 
harbour of Crookhaven is thronged with vessels from foreign countries, frequently more 
than 100 sail being there at the same time, and that it is in fact the principal port in. 
Ireland for the resort of vessels under such circumstances. The Committee, therefore^ 
made the suggestion more especially for general purposes, and they submit that the matter 
•should again be brought under their Lordships’ notice. 

Dombrain. 

0 April. (signed) | Robt. Callwell. 

VH. Thompson. 



— No. 21.— 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

Sir, Whitehall, 28 April 1859. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter and enclosure of the 11 th instant, relative 
to the proposal to erect a beacon on the Alderman Rock, Crookhaven. 

In reply, my Lords direct me to acquaint you, for the information of the Port 
of Dublin Corporation, that as it appears from the report of the Committee of 
64 . c 3 Inspection 
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Inspection that the harbour of Crookhaven is frequently used by homeward-bound 
vessels as a place of shelter during the prevalence of easterly winds, and as the 
proposed beacon may consequently be considered as advantageous to the passing 
trade of the country generally, my Lords consider that they will be justified in 
allowing the cost of the beacon to be defrayed out of the Mercantile Marine 
Fund ; and they request, therefore, that you will move the Corporation to take 
the necessary steps towards its erection. The probable cost of the beacon, 
Mr. Haipin estimates, will amount to 302 1. 10s., but my Lords request that a 
plan may be forwarded, and that, in preparing the plan, the object of providing 
a refuge for wrecked men may be kept in view, as alluded to in the letter from 
this department of the 5th instant * 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

Port of Dublin Corporation, Dublin. 



— No. 22.— 



Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

Sir, Whitehall, 28 April 1859. 

With reference to that part of my letter of the 25th ultimo, in which it is 
stated that my Lords did not consider that they would be justified in sanctioning 
the charge for the proposed beacon on the Alderman Rock, Crookhaven, being 
defrayed out of the Mercantile Marine Fund, I am directed by the Lords of the 
Committee of Privy Council for Trade to acquaint you, for the information of. 
the Elder Brethren of the Trinity House, that the Port of Dublin Corporation 
have forwarded to this department a copy of the report of the Committee of 
Inspection, from which it appears that the harbour of Crookhaven is frequently 
used by a large number of homeward-bound vessels as a place of shelter during 
the prevalence of easterly winds. As the beacon may, therefore, be considered of 
advantage to the passing trade of the country generally, my Lords think that 
they will be justified in sanctioning its erection, and have accordingly requested 
the corporation to proceed with the work. 

1 am, &c. 

The Secretary, Trinity House. (signed) T. H. Farrer. 



— No. 23. — 



Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

Sir > . , Whitehall, 24 February 1860. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
call your attention to the letter from this department of the 28th April 1859, 
sanctioning the erection of a beacon on the Alderman Rock, Crookhaven, and 
to request that you will move the Port of Dublin Corporation to inform my 
Lords u hat steps have been taken towards its erection. 

I am to add, that in a return of wreck made to this department in respect of 
the stranding of the “ Irish Lily” of Limerick, on the 10th instant, in the 
entrance of Crookhaven Harbour, close inside the Alderman Rock, it is stated 
that “ had a buoy, perch, or beacon been on the rock, the casualty would have 
been avoided,” and the Inspecting Commander of the Coast Guard remarks that 
lie knows “ no place on the coast which requires a buoy or perch to be placed 
oti it more than the rock oil which this casualty occurred ; it is called the ‘ Biack 
Horse,’ is just inside and runs parallel with the Alderman Rock, and is 
generally under water.” 



The Secretary to the 
Port of Dublin Corporation. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) T. H. Farrer. 



* This letter tins no connexion with the question of the Crookhuven Beacon. 
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— No. 24. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

Sir, Whitehall, 24 February 1860. 

Referring to the return of wreck in respect of the stranding of the “ Irish 
Lily ” of Limerick on the 10th instant in the entrance of Crookhaven Harbour, 
close inside the Alderman Rock, and your remarks relating to the want of a buoy 
or perch on the Black Horse Rock, on which the casualty occurred : 

1 am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
inform you that so far back as April last my Lords approved of the erection of 
a beacon on the Alderman Rock by the Port of Dublin Corporation, and have 
now again called their attention to the subject. 

I am, &c. 

The Inspecting Commander, (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

Coast Guard, Skibbereen, Ireland. 



— No. 25. — 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 3 March 1860. 

With reference to your letter of the 24th ultimo, requesting to be informed as 
to what steps have been taken towards the erection of a beacon on the Aider- 
man Rock, and referring to your letter of 28th April 1859, I am directed to 
forward a report from the superintendent on the subject, and to request you will 
submit same to the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Lees, 

The Secretary, Marine Department. Secretary. 



Enclosure 1, in No. 25. 

“ Alderman Rocks, Crookhaven .” 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 29 February 1860. 

With reference to the inquiry made by direction of the Lords of the Privy Council for 
Trade, in Mr. Farrer’s letter dated 24th February instant, 1 beg leave to report that the 
beacon proposed to be erected on the Alderman Hocks has not as yet been •built, but 
that the colouring of the Crookhaven light, so as to lead clear of these rocks during night- 
time, has been fully effected. 

The position first selected for the intended beacon was on the outer point of a ledge or 
reef of tidal rocks extending eastward from the Alderman Rocks ; as the erection of a 
beacon, the Black Horse Rock would have been very costly, and its permanence question- 
able, from the exposure and slaty nature of the rock. Subsequently, last year, after visiting 
the harbour, a Committee of the Board were of opinion that it might be preferable to erect 
the beacon on the higher part of the Alderman Rock, and to construct it so as to be 
capable at any future time of being fitted up as a harbour light. Plans and esiimate for 
this latter tower were directed to be prepared, and were submitted to the Board on 1st 
December ultimo, together with an amended draft for a metal cased beacon suited for outer 
end of the reef. O 11 consideration of the whole subject, it was judged advisable that a mark 
on the outer or eastern position would be preferable, and should be carried into effect. The 
work on that low-water reef is such as should be undertaken and completed during the 
summer, and there would be disadvantage as regards cost in seeking tenders during 
the winter months. 

Advertisements have now been issued fixing date for receiving tenders on 26th April next, 
which will admit of the beacon being completed before next autumn. 

I am, &,c. 

William Lees, Esq., (signed) George Hatpin , 

Secretary. Superintendent. 



64. 
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Enclosure 2, in No. 25. 

Notice to Mariners. 

Ireland— South Coast — Crookhaven Light. 

The Port of Dublin Corporation hereby give notice, that on and after the 1st day of 
February next, 1860, the light of the Crookhaven Lighthouse will be coloured red in the 
direction of the Alderman Rocks. 

Specification given of the Position and Appearance of the Light by Mr. Halpin, 
Superintendent of Lighthouses. 

Crookhaven Lighthouse is situate on Rock Island Point, on the north side of the 
entrance of the haven, in lat. 51° 28' 35" N., and long. 9° 42' 39" west of Greenwich, 
and bears from the Blackhorses Rocks (north side of Rocky Shoal), N. W. distant 3 h 
cables’ lengths from Cape Clear Island (Bream Point) N. W. | N. distant 7g miles”; 
from the Fastnet Rock (revolving light) N. 2 VV. distant G£ miles. 

The light is a fixed light, and will continue to be shown, of the natural appearance, white, 
towards Long Island Sound and towards the inner portion of Crookhaven, and will be 
coloured red (over an arc across the Alderman Rocks to Streek Head) as seen from 
between the bearings of N. W. £ W. round by the southward, and N. by E. 

The catoptric illuminating apparatus is as yet retained ; its focal plane 72 feet above the 
mean level oi the sea, and the coloured light should be visible, in clear weather, from a 
distance of about 10 miles. The tower is circular, coloured white, and is 45 feet in 
height from iis base to top of the lantern. 

Vessels about to enter Crookhaven, in order to keep clear of the Alderman Rocks 
and Blackhorses Rocks, should in passing them keep northward of the limits of the red 
light. 

Note. A beacon will be erected on the outer eastern point of the Alderman Rocks, of' 
which notice wall be given in due course. 

Bearings stated are magnetic. Variation 264° west in 1859. 

By Order, 

Ballast Office, Dublin, 17 November 1859. Secretary. 



— No. 26.— 



Offie e of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Sir > Marine Department, Whitehall, 8 March 1860. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3d instant, transmitting copy of a 
report from the superintendent on the subject of ihe beacon to be erected on the 
Alderman Rocks. 

In reply, I am to point out to you that the plan of the proposed beacon has 
not been sent as requested in the letter from this department of the 28th April 
1859, and I am, therefore, to request that it may be forwarded for their Lordships’ 
consideration. 1 



The Secretary to the 
Port of Dublin Corporation. 



I am, &.c. 

(signed) T. H. Farrer . 



— No. 27. — 



® ir » . Ballast Office, Dublin, 21 March 1860. 

As requested in your letter of the 8t.h instant, I am now to forward plan of 
proposed beacon for marking the Alderman Rock, Crookhaven, which I am 
to request you will lay before their Lordships. 



The Secretary, &c. &c. 
Marine Department. 



I am, & c. 

(signed) IF. Lees, 

Secretary. 
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— No. 28. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

sir ? Whitehall, 28 March 1860. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 21 st instant, transmitting a 
plan of the proposed beacon for the Alderman Rock, Crookhaven. 

In reply, I am to state that as the tenders have been asked for, mv Lords do 
not make any objection to the plan proposed. 

My Lords would, however, suggest for the consideration of the Port of 
Dublin Corporation, whether it would not be better that future beacons of the 
same description should be wider in proportion at the base, as from the plan of 
the beaton in question the base appears very narrow in proportion to the 
height. 

My Lords would also be glad to be informed whether any plan has been pro- 
vided for shifting the plates at the base of the beacon in question, should thev 
be injured by the action of the water. This subject was remarked on in the 
letter from this department of the 17th January last, with reference to the pro- 
posed beacon on the Storks Rocks, at the entrance of Skerries Harbour. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) T. Ii. Farrer. 

Port of Dublin Corporation, Dublin. 



— No. 29. — 

Sir* Castle Bernard, Bandon, 20 October 1860. 

Having observed that the Ballast Board of Dublin are about to receive 
tenders for the erection of a beacon on the Alderman Rocks, at the entrance of 
Crookhaven Harbour, in the county of Cork, I have the honour to call vour 
attention to the great advantage it would be to the shipping interest if, instead 
of the proposed beacon being erected, the present lighthouse was removed from 
Rock Island to the Alderman Rocks. 

The only expense would be the substitution of a tower for the proposed 
beacon, and the removal of the present lighthouse apparatus, &c., which could 
be easily done at a trifling cost, from one place to the other. 

1 believe that there is no second opinion as to the importance of the removal, 
among naval men. Crookhaven is much frequented by wind-bound vessels, 
and the proposed change would be of the greatest advantage. I have the honour 
to urge upon the Board of Trade the importance of referring the matter to the 
Ballast Board. 

1 have, &c. 

The Right Hon. T. M. Gibson, m p. (signed) Bandon. 



— No.* 30. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
My Lord, Marine Department, 

Whitehall, 3 November 1860. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 20 th ultimo, addressed to the 
President of this Board, calling attention to the great advantage it would be to 
the shipping interest if, instead of the proposed beacon being erected on the 
Alderman Rocks at the entrance of Crookhaven Plarbour, the present lighthouse 
was removed from Rock Island to the Alderman Rocks. 

In reply, my Lords direct me to observe, that the removal of the present 
lighthouse to Alderman Rocks would be a very expensive work, as it would 
have to be erected on a detached tidal rock. 

64 . D In 
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In addition to the cost of erection, the annual cost of maintenance of the 
lighthouse -would he greatly increased, in consequence of its becoming 1 a “ Rock. 
Station,” requiring extra keepers for the necessary relief of those on duty on 
the rock, who would also require dwellings on the mainland. 

The present light, with a beacon on the Alderman Rocks, will, my Lords 
think, answer every purpose, and they would not feel themselves justified under 
the circumstances of the case in sanctioning the outlay necessary for the 
removal of the lighthouse as proposed by your Lordship. 

I am, &c. 

The Earl of Bandon, (signed) James Booth. 

Castle Bernard, Bandon, Ireland. 



— No. 31. — 



Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 22 November I860. 

I am to forward herewith a letter from Lord Bandon soliciting the Corporation 
to postpone accepting any tender for the erection of a beacon on the Alderman 
Rock, until a reply has been received to a communication addressed by him to 
the Board of Trade, on subject of the removal of the Crookhaven Lighthouse 
to the Alderman Rock ; and I am to state that the Corporation, waiting their 
Lordships’ decision, have suspended acting on the tenders which were this day 
submitted to the Board. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Lees, 

The Secretary, Marine Department. Secretary. 



Enclosure in No. 31. 



® ir > Castle Bernard, 16 November 1860. 

I have the honour to request that you will mention the following circumstances to the 
Commissioners : — 

In accordance with a generally expressed feeling, I have addressed a letter to the 
President of the Board of Trade, urging the removal of the lighthouse at Crookhaven from 
Hock island to the Alderman Rock. The only objection urged by the Board of Trade 
was made under the impression that the Alderman Rock was a tidal rock, and 1 there- 
fore hope, when the Board find that the objection was founded in error, no difficulty may 
be raised. J J 

May I take the liberty of urging upon the Commissioners the importance of not 
accepting any tender till the answer of the Board of Trade is received 

To the Secretary of the Ballast Board. (signed)^ Bandon. 



— No. 32. — 



Sin 



Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

T ‘Whitehall, 27 November 1860. 

1 am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 22d instant, transmitting a letter 
rom Lord Bandon requesting the Port of Dublin Corporation to postpone 
accepting any tender for the erection of a beacon on the Alderman Rock, until 
a reply has been received to a letter addressed by his Lordship to the Board of 
Irade on the subject of the removal of the Crookhaven Lighthouse. 

In reply, I am to state to you for the information of the Corporation that the 
oara of trade have no intention of proposing or approving any alteration in 
the arrangements for erecting a beacon on the Alderman Rock, and for lighting 
rookhaven Harbour, which are already in progress ; and Lord. Bandon has 
been informed accordingly. 

The 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CROOKHAVEN LIGHTHOUSE, &c 

2 7 

The fact that the Alderman Rocks are, in some parts at any rate tidal rocks 
IS only one ot the grounds on which this Board have formed their opinion ' 

thebeacon™’ ^ L ° r<iS COnS ‘ der ’ be n0 reason for further delaying the erection of 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) T. H Farm' 

Port of Dublin Corporation, Dublin. 



— No. 33. — 



S,r ’ , . Castle Bernard, 23 November 1 860. 

1 « A Y» the k° n0 ” to enclose a memorial, signed by the Mayor of Cork, and 
the leading traders of the Port of Cork, m favour of the remoral of Crookhaven 
Lighthouse, and the erection of a lighthouse on the Galley Head (as recorn 
mended in the report of the late Capt. Wolfe). I earnestly hope that the Lords 
of the Council of Trade may be persuaded to direct an inquiry on the subject. 

The Right Hon. T. M. Gibson, m.p. (signed^™’ Sandon. 



Enclosure in No. 33. 

To the Lords of the Privy Council of Trade. 

The Memorial of the undersigned merchants, traders and masters, and owners of vessels 
trading to the Port of Cork, shewetk— 

. That the great want of a light on the coast, between the Fastnet and Old Head of Kiosale 
is so necessary, that they request the Lords of the Committee of Privv Council for Trade 
will take the subject into their early consideration. ^ 

The light formerly at Cape Clear having been removed eight miles further to the west- 
ward, and the light on the Old Head of Kinsale having been so much lowered, leaves a laro-e 
space of coast unhghted, namely, about 45 miles, and within that space many and great 
dangers exist, such as the Stags of Castlehaven, and the Dulig B,eef, off the Galley Head • 
your memorialists, therefore, urge upon your Lordships to cause inquiry to be made into’ 
these circumstances, when they are convinced it will be apparent that a light in the vicinity 
of Galley Head is absolutely and indispensably necessary. * 

Your memorialists would beg also to bring before your Lordships’ notiee tire great import- 
ance of removing the lighthouse at Crookhaven from Bock Island to the Alderman 
Rock. 

[Here follow 75 Signatures.] 



— No. 34.— 



° ir > Castle Bernard, 27 November 1860. 

I have the honour to forward a Paper signed by captains of vessels 
detained by stress of weather in Crookhaven Harbour. 



The Right. Hon. T. M. Gibson, m.p. 



I have, &c. 
(signed) Bandon. 



Enclosure in No. 34. 

Having been compelled by stress of weather to take refuge in the Harbour of Crook- 
Haven, we give it as our decided opinion that the site of the present lighthouse, on the 
northern side of the harbour, has been improperly selected, and that it would be highly 
expedient for the safety of shipping obliged to avail themselves of this port as a harbour of 
refuge, to have the present light removed from where it stands to the Alderman Rock, at 
the entrance of the harbour, on the south side. *&»■■-■ 

[Here follow 29 signatures.] 



64. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO 



28 



— No. 35. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
My Lord, Marine Department, 

Whitehall, 4 December 1860. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23d ultimo, transmitting a memorial 
from merchants, traders, and masters and owners of vessels trading to the Port of 
Cork, setting forth the want of a light in the vicinity of Galley Head, between the 
Fastnets and Kinsale Head lights, and also in favour of the removal of the Crook- 
haven light from Rock Island to the Alderman Rock. 

My Lords direct me to state to your Lordship, for the information of the 
memorialists, that in 1857 the Elder Brethren of the Trinity House and a Com- 
mittee of the Port of Dublin Corporation, accompanied "by Captain Sulivan, 
visited the coasts, and after inspection of the existing lighthouses, came to the 
conclusion that no additional coast light was required between the Fastnets and 
Kinsale Head. 

As regards the proposed removal of the Crookhaven Light to the Alderman 
Rock, I am to observe that your Lordship is already acquainted with the reasons 
why the Board of Trade declines to sanction the expenditure for such a purpose. 

I am, &c. 

The Earl of Bandon, Castle Bernard, (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

Bandon, Ireland. 



— No. 36. — 



® ir ’ Ballast Office, Dublin, 1 December 1860. 

In connexion with the subject matter contained in your letter of 27th instant 
(No. 12570), I am directed to forward the accompanying tenders for the erection 
<• r, k. eacon 011 the “ Alderman ” Rock, Crookhaven, west coast of the county 
of Cork, and to state, that as the tender of Messrs. Head, Ashby & Co. is the 
lowest, the Board would recommend its acceptance for the erection "of the beacon 
for the sum of Nine hundred and ninety-five pounds. 

I am to add, the Corporation know nothing of the parties or their securities. ■ 



The Secretary, 
&c. &c. &c. 
Marine Department. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) TV. Lees, 

Secretary. 



— No. 37. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

T T , „ , _ Whitehall, 8 December 1860. 

am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the recarpt of your letter of the 1st instant, transmits ' end. s 
for the erection of a beacon on the Alderman Kock, Crookhaven 

In reply, I am to request that you win move the Port of Dublin Cornoration 
to favour my Lords with some explanation why these tenders are so much in 
HaW° f ?- e e f tl “ a 9 no 0 7 f ^ r ' Hal P' n ’ the lowest tender being 995 l., while Mr 
tr I n 3 ° 2 1 10 ° r one - third ° ol >' ° f am °ant tendered 

, Jl* T 0U m Suggest - that Mr - Ha 'P in should carefully re-consider his 
: tl s \ on f ascertain whether he could make arrangements for execut- 

at^bW ftonrEnukTd 1 SU P erintenden “’ obtaining the ironwork only either 

named in the t ?” sknd - , K ? eems ,‘° be P 0SBlble that t!le very large amounts 
named in the tenders may be intended to cover improbable contingencies in 

cafrvino- 
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earryingjthe work into execution ; and it would further appear that if Mr HalDin 
Port of Dublin. 



— No. 38. — 



The Farm, Bandon, County of Cork, 
k lr ’ 29 November I860. 

1 have been requested as one of the Members connected with the County 
of Cork to urge upon you the importance of removing the lighthouse from Rock 
Island to the Alderman Rock, and of referring the subject to the Ballast Board 
1 understand that the colouring of the arc and the erection of a beacon is not 
likely to prove sufficient, as Crookhaven is not like an ordinary harbour, being 
the resort of vessels of all nations detained by easterly winds in the chops of the 
Channel, as many as 130 having been there at one time ; a general interest is 
felt on the subject there. 



The Right Hon. T. M. Gibson, m.p. 
&c. &c. &c. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Wm. S. Bernard , 

Lieutenant Colonel. 



— No. 39. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

® ir > . Whitehall, 12 December 1860. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 29th ultimo, addressed to the 
President of this Board, urging the importance of removing the present light- 
house from Rock Island to the Alderman Rock, at ‘ the entrance of Crookhaven 
harbour. 

In reply I am to state that the removal of the present lighthouse to the 
Alderman Rock would be a very expensive work, as the proper site for its 
erection would be on a tidal rock. 

In addition the cost of the annual maintenance of the lighthouse would be 
greatly increased in consequence of its becoming a “ rock station,” requiring 
extra keepers and dwellings. 

The present light with a beacon on the Alderman Rock will, my Lords think, 
answer every purpose, and they would not feel justified under the circumstances 
of the case in sanctioning the outlay consequent on the removal of the light- 
house. It is to be remembered that the light is only required as a harbour light, 
the Fastnets Light being immediately seaward of it. 

I am, &c. 

Lieut. Colonel Bernard, m.p., (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

The Farm, Bandon, County of Cork. 



— No. 40. — 



Sir, 33, Merrion Square, S., Dublin, 7 December 1860. 

I have been solicited on behalf of many parties interested in the shipping 
frequenting the port of Crookhaven, in the south-west of the county of Cork, to 
bring under your notice the position of the lighthouse at the entrance of that 
harbour. 

Its position is indicated with sufficient correctness in the rough chart I send 
64 . d 3 herewith. 
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herewith, and from which you can readily perceive that it is purely a harbour 
light, and of little utility as such. 

The removal to the site (also shown on the chart), on the Alderman Rock* 
would make the light much more useful to the large number of ships which now 
regularly frequent or temporarily use the well-sheltered harbour of Crookhaven. 

The Ballast Board has, I believe, not viewed with favour this project, but 
I feel some confidence that if the Board were to reconsider their decision, the 
nearly unanimous concurrence of opinion on the part of the neighbouring landed 
proprietors, and of those in the shipping interest, would induce the Board to 
approve of the suggested transfer of the light to the Alderman Rock. May I, 
therefore, respectfully request of you as President of the Board of Trade to com- 
municate with the Ballast Board, with a view to that body sanctioning the 
removal of the Crookhaven light from its present comparatively useless site, to 
that suggested and desired on the Alderman Rock. 



Right Honourable Milner Gibson, 

President of the Board of Trade. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Robert Singfielci. 



[The President of the Board of Trade informed the writer, in reply, that the 
subject had been fully considered by the Board of Trade, and that they could 
not sanction the expenditure necessary for the purpose.] 



— No. 41. — 

13, Merrion-square South, Dublin, 
S' r > 8 December 1860. 

Some leading constituents connected with the western districts of the county 
Cork have called on me, as their representative, to impress on the Board of 
Trade the great public advantage of having a light placed on the Alderman Rock, 
at the entrance to Crookhaven harbour. 

Their moderate request is that the proposal to remove the present light from 
Rock Island to the Alderman Rock, shall be carefully reconsidered before the 
acceptance of any tender for the new beacon tower, which they understand that 
the Board of Trade have sanctioned. Their belief is that the Irish Ballast Board, 
il referred to, would be favourable to the proposed removal ; and that the sole 
obstacle on the part of tile Board of Trade, is the trifling extra expense of sub- 
stituting a lighthouse for a beacon. Upon applying to the Ballast Board here, I 
was given to understand that all information must be derived through the Board 
of Irade, who have exclusive control of the matter. 

Accordingly I have written to the Ballast Board, in order that my letter may 
be submitted to the Board of Trade ; and have also taken the liberty to direct 
altentiQn *° the necessity for a light near Gallyhead, between Cape Clear and the 
UId Head of Kinsale. 

I beg now to know, will the Board of Trade comply with the reasonable request 
1 have ventured to put forward, and reconsider the proposal to remove the liMit 
irom Rock lsiand lo the Alderman Rock? 

I am also anxious for information as to whether it is contemplated to place a 
light at or near Gallyhead ; and I should be glad of an early opportunity to 
comer personally with the Board of Trade in London upon these two matters, 
each or which is of great local as well as general interest. 



To the Secretary of the Board of Trade, &c. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Vincent Scully. 
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— No. 42. — 

Merrion Square, Dublin, 

v, Gir ’ . , 14 December I860. 

Enclosed is an .mportant memorial confided to me for presentation to the 

Lords of the Privy Council for Trade It bears about 250 signatures, comprising 
those of the Earl of Shannon, and of many merchants, traders, gentry and 
clergy, connected with the south-west of Cork county. Their memorial strongly 
sustains the very moderate request conveyed in my letter of 8th instant that the 
proposal to transfer the present light from Rock island shall be ’carefully 
reconsidered, before any final approval of an unlighted beacon on the Alderman 
Rock. 

It also confirms the opinion of those who have already urged the necessity for 
placing a light nearGallyhead, between Kinsale Head and the Fastaets 
■ On this latter subject I am now aware that in a letter of 4th instant to the 
Earl of Bandon, Mr. T. H. Farrer, oi the Board of Trade, wrote that— “In 
1S57 the Elder Brethren of the Trinity House, and a Committee of the Port of 
Dublin Corporation, accompanied by Captain Sulivan, visited the coasts, and 
after inspection of the existing lighthouses, came to the conclusion that no addi- 
tional coast light was required between the Fastnets and Kinsale Head ” 

It would surprise me to find that this conclusion was deliberately come to 
especiaHy by the intelligent committee of the Port of Dublin Corporation ; and I 
. Ite °bl‘g e d if the Board of Trade will let me have a copy of the Report of 
1857, or permit me to refer to it either here or in London ; otherwise it may 
become my duty to move for its production on the re-assembling of Parliament 

Were there 45 miles of uninhabited rock along the great highway between 
England and America it would certainly be a great public object to have it 
properly lighted ; and I feel assured that the Board of Trade will not regard it as 
any valid reason for leaving unlighted this dangerous line of coast, that a light- 
house on it would also confer some local benefit on an inhabited island ; more 
especially as the large local funds, formerly applicable to such local purposes here 
were some years since transferred from the Irish Ballast Board in Dublin to the 
.Board of Trade and its Marine Board in London. 

Awaiting the favour of a reply to this and to my previous communication, 



To the Secretary of the Board of Trade, &c. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Vincent Scully. 



Enclosure in No. 42. 

To the Lords of the Privy Council of Trade. 

1 he Memorial of the undersigned Merchants, Traders, and Masters and Owners of Vessels 
Trading to the Ports of 

Showeth, 

That the great want of a light on the coast between the Fastnet and the Old Head of 
Kinsale is so necessary, that they request the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council of 
Trade will take the subject into their early consideration. The light formerly at Cape Clear 
having been removed eight miles further westward, and the light on the Old Head of 
Kinsale having been so much lowered, leaves a large space of coast unlighted, namely, about 
45 miles, and within that space many and great dangers exist, such as the Stags of Castle- 
haven, and the Dulig Reel off the Galley Head. Memorialists, therefore, urge upon your 
Lordships to cause inquiry to be made into these circumstances, when they are convinced 
it will be apparent that a light in the vicinity of Galley Head is absolutely and indispensably 
necessary. 

They would beg also to urge on your Lordships the great importance of removing the 
lighthouse at Crookhaven from Rock Island to the Alderman Rock. 

[Here follow 250 signatures.] 
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— No. 43. — 



Vincent Scully , Esq., m. p., to the Secretary of the Board of Trade. 

Sir, Merrion Square, Dublin, 22 December I860. 

I have to request an acknowledgment of my letters, addressed through you 
to the Board of Trade on 8th and 14th instant; also of those of 4th and 7th 
instant, to the Secretary of the Dublin Ballast Board (Port of Dublin Corpora- 
tion), forwarded by that Board to the Board of Trade. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Vincent Scully. 

To the Secretary of the Board of Trade, &c. 



— No. 44. — 

The Secretary of the Board of Trade to V. Scully, Esq., m. p. 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, Whitehall, 

Sir, _ 24 December 1860. 

I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letters of the 8th, 14th, and 22d instant;, 
and in reply I am to state that my Lords will cause a letter to be sent to vou on 
the subject on an early date. 

I am, &c. 

Y . Scully, Esq., m. r . (signed) T. H. Farrer. 



— No. 45. — 



Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

_ Sir ’ , T Whitehall, 27 December 1860. 

1 am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letters of the 8th and 14th instant, respecting 
the proposal to remove the present lighthouse from Rock Island to the Alderman 
Rock and calling attention to the necessity for a light near Gallv Head, between 
Gape Clear and Old Kinsale Head. 

In reply I am to state, that the removal of the present lighthouse to the 
Alderman Rock would be a very expensive work, as the proper site for its eree- 
tion would be on a tidal rock. Iu addition the cost of the annual maintenance 
ot the lighthouse would he greatly increased in consequence of its becoming- a 

rock station, 1 requiring extra keepers and dwellings. 

The present light, with a beacon on the Alderman Rock, will answer every 
purpose, and my Lords would not feel justified, under the circumstances of the 
case, in sanctioning the outlay consequent on the removal of the lighthouse. It 
is to be remembered that the light is only required as a harbour light, the Fast- 
nets light being immediately seaward of it. 

This question has been most carefully considered by the Port of Dublin Cor- 
poration, the Trinity House, and the Board of Trade, and has been finally decided 
by them upon the grounds mentioned above. 

VPUh respect to a light on Galley Head, my Lords desire me to state that the 
trinity House considered this subject carefully in 1850, and decided against the 
necessity lor any such light. The subject was necessarily again under considera- 
tion m 1857, when it was under discussion whether any and what points on the 
coasts of Ireland required new lights. The Trinity liouse stated, as regards 
Galley Head, that they remamed.ot the same opinion as before, and consequently 
Head rep01t ’ atter ms P ection °f the coast, they made no mention of Gaily 

In 



‘ See Nos. 6, 



, 8, 9, and 11, where Galiey Head is specially referred to. 
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In this opinion of the Elder Brethren, Captain Sulivan, who accompanied 
them on their tour of inspection, entirely concurred. 

The approval of this Board to the expenditure necessary for any new light 
can, as you are probably aware, only be given when such light is applied for 
by the Port of Dublin Corporation through the Trinity House ; and all proposals 
of the kind should therefore be made to the Port of Dublin Corporation, who will, 
if they consider the light necessary, apply for it in the regular manner, 

I am to state at the same time that my Lords concurred, and still concur, in 
the opinion, that no new light on Galley Head is wanted. 

I am, &c. 

Vincent Scully, Esq., m. p., (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

13, Merrion Square South, Dublin. 



— No. 46. — 



Removal of Crookhaven Light to “Alderman Rock.” 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 17 December I860. 

I am directed by the Port of Dublin Corporation to forward herewith copies 
of letters which have been addressed by Mr. Vincent Scully, m.p., to this Board, 
agreeably with that gentleman’s request, and will thank you to submit same to 
the Lords of the Committee of the Privy Council for Trade. 

I am, &c. 

The Secretary, Marine Department, (signed) W. Lees, 

Board of Trade. Secretary. 



Enclosure 1, in No. 46. 

13, Merrion Square South, 

Sir, 4 December 1860. 

I have recently received letters from influential constitueuts urging me to remonstrate 
with the Board of Trade, respecting their refusal to remove the present lighthouse from 
Rock Island to Alderman Rock. 

Before doing so I would be anxious to ascertain the views of your Board, and whether 
they would favour the proposed removal ; or do they consider it is open to any valid objec- 
tion beyond the small extra cost of substituting a lighthouse for the intended beacon. 

Lord Charles Pelham Clinton, who owns most of the land at Crookhaven, writes : 

“ The object of my letter is to ask you, as our representative, to aid in inducing the Board 
of Trade to allow the matter to go before the Ballast Board ; whom I believe to be in favour 
of removing the lighthouse from its present useless, and I may say mischievous position.” 

His Lordship adds, “ I must request you to urge this matter most strongly on the Board 
of Trade, in order that it may he properly and fairly reconsidered. Should they, in the face 
of reason and expediency, still refuse to reconsider it, I hope you will bring it before the 
House of Commons.” 

Your Board is, I believe, already aware that the Earl of Bandon (who also writes to me) 
strongly supports the proposed removal. 

Should your Board think proper to favour me with a personal interview, I shall be happy 
to attend their meeting next Thursday, at one o’clock, p. m., or any other time they may 
please to appoint. 

I am, &c. 

To the Secretary of the Ballast Board, & c. (signed) Vincent Scully. 



Enclosure 2, in No. 46. 

Merrion Square, Dublin, 

Sir, • 7 December 1860. 

Adverting to my former letter, and to my interview on yesterday with your Board, I 
beg respectfully to repeat those two questions : 

Does the Ballast Board approve of the proposal to remove the present light at Crookhaven, 
from Rock Island to Alderman Rock ? 

Does the Ballast Board regard such removal as being open to any valid objection, beyond 
the extra expense of substituting a lighthouse for the intended beacon tower ? 

Should your Board still feel an official delicacy about answering these simple inquiries, 
64 . E I beg 
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I beg they will kindly forward my correspondence to the Board of Trade, with a recom-e 
mendation that the matter shall be carefully reconsidered, and in the meantime all action 
suspended towards erecting the beacon tower, which the Board of Trade have sanctioned. 

I have also to request that your Board will impress on Ihe Board of Trade the necessity 
that exists for having a light near Galley Head, between Cape Clear, and the Old Head of 
Kinsale. 

The great and increasing traffic between Cork Harbour and America renders it the more 
important not to leave unlighted 45 miles of dangerous coast along the main highways of 
ocean navigation. 

I am, &c. 

To the Secretary of the Dublin Ballast Board. (signed) Vincent Scully. 



— No. 47. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

Sir, Whitehall, 27 December 1860. 

I aM directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 1 7th instant, transmitting copies 
of letters which have been addressed by Mr. Vincent Scully, m.p., to the Port 
of Dublin Corporation, relating to the proposal to remove the present lighthouse 
from Rock Island to the Alderman Rock, and to necessity said to exist for a 
light near Galley Head.. 

My Lords direct me to observe, that as Mr. Scully in his letters requests the 
opinion of the Corporation, on the above proposals, they do not understand what 
is the object of the Corporation in forwarding these letters to this Board. 

I am to state that Mr. Scully has addressed two letters* on the same subjects 
to their Lordships, copies of which I enclose, together with my Lords’ reply, for 
the information of the Corporation. 

I am, &cc. 

The Secretary to tbe (signed) T. H. Farrer. 

Port of Dublin Corporation, Dublin. 



— No. 48. — 



Si r > Ballast Office, Dublin, 27 December 1860. 

In reply to your letter of the 8th instant, with reference to the estimates for a 
beacon on the Alderman Rock, Crookhaven, 1 am to inform you the Board 
referred the subject to their superintendent of lighthouses, Mr. Halpin, who is 
absent from ill health, and unable to attend to any business, and that they are 
apprehensive that he did not calculate the cost with his usual accuracy, and they 
are therefore induced to recommend that the lowest tender be accepted, as they 
are of opinion it would not be desirable this department should undertake the 
work. 



The Secretary, &c. &c. &c. 
Marine Department. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Lees , 

Secretary. 



— No: 49. — 

Office of Committee of Privy Council for Trade, 
Marine Department, 

T .TV , , , T j ^ Whitehall, 31 December 1860. 

1 am directed by the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th instant, on the subject of 
Mr. Halpm s estimate for a beacon on the Alderman Rock, and stating that the 

POrt 

* See Nos. 41, 42, and 45. 
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Port of Dublin Corporation are induced to recommend that the lowest tender 
be accepted, as they are of opinion that it would not be desirable that they 
should undertake the work themselves. * 

In reply, I am to state to you for the information of the Corporation, that my 
Lords approve of the acceptance of the tender of Messrs. Head, Ashby & Co. 
for the erection of the beacon in question for the sum of 995 /. 

The tenders transmitted in your letter of the 1st instant are returned here- 
with. 



The Secretary to the 
Port of Dublin Corporation. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) T. H. Farrer. 



— No. 50. — 

The Secretary of the Dublin Ballast Board to V. Scully , Esq., m. p. 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 5 December 1860. 

I beg to acknowledge your letter of the 4th instant,* this day received, on sub- 
ject of the removal of the present lighthouse from Rock Island to the Alderman 
Rock ; and in reply beg to state the Corporation will be happy to confer with you 
on the above subject on to-morrow, the 6th instant, at 1.30 p. m. 

I am, &c. 

Vincent Scully, Esq., m. p. (signed) W. Lees, Secretary. 



— No. 51. — 



The Secretary of the Dublin Ballast Board to V. Scully , Esq., m. p. 

Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 15 December I860. 

I am directed by the Port of Dublin Corporation to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 7th instant,! putting certain questions as to the Crookhaven 
light, &c. ; and in reply I am to state, that this Board, having in their interview 
with you explained their views, must decline replying to the questions put by 
you, but have instructed me to forward your letter to the Board of Trade, agree- 
ably with your request. 

I am, &c. 

Vincent Scully, Esq., m. p. (signed) W. Lees, Secretary. 



— No. 52. — 



Vincent Scully, Esq., m.p., to the Secretary of the Dublin Ballast Board. 

Sir, Merrion Square, Dublin, 17 December 1860. 

I have to thank your Board for submitting my letters to the Board of Trade; 
but must be allowed to observe that, at my interview on the 6th instant, your 
Board did not favour me with any of their views. On the contrary, they civilly 
declined to answer any questions, unless through the Board of Trade ; whereupon 
some mutual pleasantries passed respecting Circumlocution and Red Tapeism, 
Garibaldi and Cavour. 

At this moment I am quite ignorant of the views of your Board ; and have 
not the least idea whether they favour a continuance of the present light at 
Rock Island, or its removal to the Alderman Rock, or the erection there of an 
unlighted tower. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Vincent Sully. 

To the Secretary of the Dublin Ballast Board, &c. 



64. 



* See Enclosure No. 1, in 46. t See Enclosure No. 2, in 46. 
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CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO 



— No. 53. — 



Sir, Ballast Office, Dublin, 12 January 1861. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th ultimo, 
with respect to an application from Mr. Vincent Scully to remove the present 
lighthouse at Crookhaven to the Alderman Rock, and also as to the necessity 
said to exist for a lighthouse at the Galley Head, and further stating that their 
Lordships do not understand the objects of the Corporation in forwarding Mr. 
Scully’s letters to them. 

I am directed by this Board to state that Mr. Scully having, in an interview 
which he requested of this Board, stated the object he had in view was to ascer- 
tain the opinions of this Board upon these subjects, which, however, they 
declined to give, and referred him to the Board of Trade. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Lees, 

The Secretary, Marine Department. Secretary. 



— No. 54. — 

Reform Club, London, 

Dear Sir, 1 January 1861. 

I have to lay before you, as President of the Board of Trade, a recent cor- 
respondence as to removing the Crookhaven Harbour Light from Rock Island to 
the Alderman Rock, and as to placing a coast light near Galley Head in the 
county of Cork. 

It now appears, from the letter to me of 27th ultimo, that an apprehension of 
great expense constitutes the sole objection to a new lighthouse at Crookhaven ; 
but well-informed parties assure me that the present staff of keepers will suffice, 
and that 400 1. would cover the entire extra cost of having an useful lighthouse 
on the Alderman Rock, instead of an almost useless beacon. They state also 
that the present light on Rock Island is in effect a mischievous decoy to ship- 
wreck stray vessels, and their only demand through me was for a satisfactory 
inquiry. 

As to a coast light near Galley Head, I collect now, from the same letter of 
27th ultimo, that the Port of Dublin Corporation made no report of any sort 
in 1857, and that the Report of the Trinity House made no mention whatever 
* See . however, ofGalley Head ; * thus fortifying the representations that' upon the tour of inspec- 

moots wcmSato t!on . in 1857 ’ the question of a light at Galley Head was not the subject of any 
No. 45. 1 ^ special investigation. 

T. H. F. It is almost superfluous to notice to you, that since 1850, and even since 1857, 
the vast and increasing intercourse with America has considerably altered the 
aspects of both questions ; by greatly augmenting the importance of having the 
south-west coast of Ireland properly lighted for ocean-going ships, and of 
rendering Crookhaven (close to Cgpe Clear) a secure harbour of refuge. 

Having -fulfilled every duty which I have hitherto been called upon to dis- 
charge respecting those two matters, my simple object in this letter is to ascer- 
tain from you, as representing the Board of Trade in the House of Commons — 
shall I be allowed when Parliament meets to obtain, as unopposed returns, 
whatever official reports or papers my constituents may require, connected 
either with the harbour light at Crookhaven, or with placing a coast light near 
Galley Head ? As to this, I shall now feel obliged for your official answer. 

In the absence of those Returns, the scant information already afforded must 
remain in its present incomplete state; but should their production disclose that 
the Dublin gentlemen who compose the Port of Dublin Corporation, have at all 
disregarded the legitimate requirements of the county of Cork, it will then be 
for the county of Cork to consider how it can best have its local interests duly 
represented at the Board of Trade and Trinity House. 

You will not fail to observe the ludicrous system of mysterious circumlocu- 
tion, under which I was referred by the intelligent gentlemen of the Ballast 
Board in Dublin, to the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council for Trade in 
London, whence I am now directed back to the Dublin Ballast Board, and 

thence 
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thence to the Elder Brethren of Trinity House ; in order, through those round- 
about courses to return to the Board of Trade, and be there again informed of 
“ the way not to do it.” 

The greatest of Irish constituencies might well complain, were I to suffer 
their representative to be thus battledored between Ballast Boards and Boards 
of Trade, or to be civilly see-sawed among intelligent gentlemen, and Elder 
Brethren, and Lords Committee-men, in the two countries. 

But for the sake of the public service, and of that helpless tribe of patient 
expectants, who, “ with many a weary sigh and many a groan,” daily revolve 
through official antechambers, in endless rounds of fruitless attendances, I may 
be permitted to urge on you, as one of our most prominent and earnest reformers, 
to mark the period of your Presidency over an important public department, by 
cutting that gordian knot of red tape which it is impossible to disentangle. 

I am, &c. 

_ (signed) Vincent Scully. 

The Right Hon. Thomas Milner Gibson, m.p., 

President of the Board of Trade, &c. 



— No. 55. — 

The President of the Board of Trade to Vincent Scully , Esq., m.p. 

Theberton House, Saxmundham, Suffolk, 
Dear Sir, 9 January 1861. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, and also of the printed cor- 
respondence which you have been good enough to forward to me relative te 
the Crookhaven Harbour Light, and the proposal of a coast light near Galley 
Head. 

Both these questions have received very full consideration. With regard to 
the first, having carefully read and weighed what has been said by competent 
authorities, I am unable to come to the conclusion that the Board of Trade 
would be justified in sanctioning the expenditure which would be incurred by 
the removal of the Crookhaven Light to the Alderman Rock. The band of red 
light, already sanctioned in the Crookhaven Lighthouse, illuminating an arc 
which passes over the Alderman Rock, with a beacon on the rock itself, will, it 
is thought, supply all that is requisite, and be sufficient to render the approach 
to Crookhaven Harbour as safe as that of most of the harbours of the United 
Kingdom. 

In respect to placing a new coast light at or near Galley Head, if this proposal 
is now to be made it should come from the Port of Dublin Corporation, through 
the Trinity House, to the Board of Trade. It appears, however, that when the 
question of putting a light on Galley Head was mooted some time since, the 
Trinity House were of opinion that an additional coast light, between that on 
the Fastnet Rock and the old Head of Kinsale, was not required. The unlighted 
space, intervening between the areas illuminated by the Fastnet Rock Light and 
the Head of Kinsale Rock Light, is moderate : and it did not seem right to place 
a new charge upon all passing ships, for an additional coast light not clearly 
necessary for the safety of the ships which navigate St. George’s Channel. 

You ask me whether there will be any objection to grant, as unopposed 
returns, whatever official reports or papers your constituents may require, con- 
nected either with the harbour light at Crookhaven, or with placing a coast light 
near Galley Head? My reply is, that there can be no other desire but that your 
constituents and yourself should have every information upon these questions, in 
which they naturally take a deep interest. So far as I am concerned, I shall 
be ready to assent to the production of any papers you may think fit to move 
for, which, consistently with the public interest, can with propriety be laid 
before Parliament. 

Yours, &c. 

Vinceut Scully, Esq., m.p. (signed) Thomas Milner Gibson. 



64. 
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CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO 



— No. 56. — 



Vincent Scully , Esq., m.p., to the President of the Board of Trade. 

The Ferns, Grove End Road, London, 
Dear Sir, 10 January 1861 . 

Not having yet heard in reply to my letter of 1st instant, addressed to you at 
the office of the Board of Trade, I take the liberty to address this to your country 
residence, and to send you a copy of my former letter, with the previous corre- 
spondence referred to in it. 

I forward also a memorial from more than 50 shipowners, shopkeepers and 
inhabitants of the town and neighbourhood of Crookbaven, containing statements 
well deserving of an impartial consideration ; and requesting that a competent 
Commission may report as to the expediency of changing the site of the present 
light from the north to the south side of Crookhaven Harbour. To the like 
effect is the enclosed memorial from some masters of vessels, chiefly English 
or Welsh, who were compelled to seek shelter at Crookhaven by stress of 
weather. 

As I must return soon to Ireland, I should wish before then to know from you, 
as President of the Board of Trade, shall I be allowed, when Parliament meets, 
to obtain, as unopposed returns, copies of any official reports or papers which my 
constituents may require, connected either with the harbour light at Crookhaven, 
or with placing a new light near Galley Head, in the county of Cork ? 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Vincent Scully. 

The Right Hon. Thomas Milner Gibson, m.p., &c., 

Theberton House, Saxmundham, Suffolk. 



Enclosure 1, in No. 56. 

The Memorial of the undersigned Ship Agents, Shopkeepers, Inhabitants of the town and 

townland of Crookhaven, Ballynaule, Batlyvoge, Malavogue, and others interested in the 

Harbour of Crookhaveu, 

Sheweth, — 

That your memorialists are deeply interested in the prosperity and future prospects of the 
district surrounding and contiguous to the Harbour of Crookhaven, situate on the southern 
shore of the county of Cork, in Ireland. 

That the Harbour of Crookhaven, from its position, is much resorted to by home-bound 
vessels, especially during the prevalence of easterly winds. As many as 60 and 80 
vessels have been at several times anchored within its shelter, being most securely protected 
on the north-west and south sides by high lands. 

That your memorialists have reason to know that a contract has been entered into for the 
construction of a railway from Bandon to Skibbereen, which latter town lies within 26 miles 
of said Harbour of Crookhaven. 

That so soon as this railroad is completed, the Harbour of Crookhaven will be connected 
with the city of Cork by telegraph wire, for the greater convenience of homeward bound 
ships, who will receive tlieir orders in Crookhnven, and, owing to which, your memorialists 
anticipate a very large increase to the numbers now availing themselves of this harbour. 

Thai, in the year 1843 a Light aud Lighthouse was built on the north side of the Harbour 
of Crookhaveu, and that in the selection of the site for said light your memoiialists have 
reason to believe sufficient consideration was not given as to whether it was the best site 
that could be selected for affording to the shipping interests the advantages intended. 

That the universal opinion of all captains and owners of vessels that have from time to 
time entered the harbour, is that the site whereon the Light now stands, on the north of the 
harbour, is not where it should have been placed.. 

That the proper site for the Lightis on the rocks known as the Aldern or Alderman Rocks, 
situate on the south-east entrance of the harbour, the waut of a light on which rocks is 
generally admitted. 

{jjjfcThat your memorialists would therefore pray that the matter may be referred to a com- 
petent commission to report as to the expediency of changing the site of the present li°ht 
from the north to the south side of the harbour. 

And your memorialists will pray. 

[Here follow 55 signatures.] 
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Enclosure 2, in No. 56. 

To the Corporation for Preserving and Improving the Port of Dublin. 

We, the undersigned, being compelled by stress of weather to take refuge in the Harbour 

°w^ r j°l‘ haVe '-V b n S l ° S . tate W °“ d be 1,ghly ex P e( hent for the safety of the shipping 

obliged to avail themselves of this port as a harbour of refuge, to have the present light? 
house removed from where it now stands to the Alderman Rock, at the entrance of the 
harbour on the south side. 

[Here follow 19 signatures.] 



— No. 57. — 

Vincent Scully, Esq., m.p., to the President of the Board of Trade. 

The Ferns, Grove End Road, London, 
Dear Sir, 11 January 1861. 

It was not until 1 0 o clock last evening, and after posting my letter of yester- 
day s date, that yours of 9tli instant reached me here; and with a simple ac- 
knowledgment of it, I shall now close this correspondence, which I propose to 
submit at once to those interested in it. 

I am, See. 

(signed) Vincent Scully. 

The Right Hon. Thomas Milner Gibson, m. p., &c., 

Theberton House, Saxmundham, Suffolk. 



64. 
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